20020419. qrp v02_n530.qr1.20020419 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 19:03:04 EDT 

From: qrp-l@Lehigh. EDU 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: QRP-L digest 2530 


QRP-L Digest 2530 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) [125062] Bill Fischer, N9GWT - Silent Key 
by "Brice D. Hornback" <bdh@cyberbound.net> 
2) [125063] QST QST de K4FCG K4FCG - New Catagories! - New Plaques! 
by Paul Womble <pwomble1@tampabay.rr.com> 
3) [125064] Re: Idea for digital logging for Field Day? 
by David Gilson <kd3em@velocity.net> 
4) [125065] Virus received 
by Arthur Moe <kb7ww@easystreet.com> 
5) [125066] Re: Virus received 
by "Mike Yetsko" <myetsko@insydesw. com> 
6) [125067] Re: Maps 
by Lew Paceley <lew@paceley.com> 
7) [125068] Re: SMD parts--Baggybob still around 
by "Brad Hernlem" <alihernlem@hotmail .com> 
8) [125069] Oscilloscope Intro by Paul Harden...Where ? 
by "Kevin Philbin" <oz2dkp@hotmail .com> 
9) [125070] Re: Oscilloscope Intro by Paul Harden...Where ? 
by Steve Smith <sigcom@juno.com> 
10) [125071] Re: Mobile Whips 
by Wb4taj9@aol.com 
11) [125072] Re: Recomendations for SSB 
by Bill Meara <n2cqr@clix.pt> 
12) [125073] Elecraft K2 For Sale 
by "Phil Harman" <pharman@ddd.com> 
13) [125074] RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
by "Ray Goff" <radioham@gmx.co.uk> 
14) [125075] Need help 
by IamSF5@aol.com 
15) [125076] Re: Back issues of "72" now available 
by "Jeff Davis" <n9avg@att.net> 
16) [125077] RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
by Dave Marling <dbm@klis.com> 
17) [125078] Re: Need help 
by "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com> 
18) [125079] RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
by "Bill Northup" <foxhunter@lightband.com> 
19) [125080] Re: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 


by "Rod NORC" <rod@nOrc.com> 
20) [125081] VP9ML QRP operation 
by N4SKS@cs.com 
21) [125082] Re: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 
by "Tim, N9PUZ" <N9PUZ@arrl.net> 
22) [125083] Ten Tec 515 
by N4SKS@cs.com 
23) [125084] Re: Mobile whips 
by Bill Coleman <aa4lr@arrl.net> 
24) [125085] RE: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 
by "Lee, Jimmy" <Jimmy.Lee@bartow.k12.ga.us> 
25) [125086] A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by adamvaz@palm.net (Adam Vazquez) 
26) [125087] Re: Mobile Whips 
by "johngabbard" <johngabbard@usintouch. com> 
27) [125088] Looking for a perfect feedline match? 
by "Scott Rosenfeld [N7JI]" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu> 
28) [125089] RE: Mobile whips 
by Bill Coleman <aa4lr@arrl.net> 
29) [125090] Re: Need help 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
30) [125091] New NOAA Solar Storm Scales 
by Paul Harden <pharden@aoc.nrao.edu> 
31) [125092] Screwdriver impedance matching 
by "Scott Rosenfeld [N7JI]" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu> 
32) [125093] Re: Mobile Whips 
by Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 
33) [125094] Re: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "Brian" <brian@iquest.net> 
34) [125095] Re: Screwdriver impedance matching 
by Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 
35) [125096] RE: Mobile whips 
by Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
36) [125097] RE: Screwdriver impedance matching 
by Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
37) [125098] Re: Mobile Whips 
by "johngabbard" <johngabbard@usintouch. com> 
38) [125099] Re: Screwdriver impedance matching 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
39) [125100] Re: Mobile Whips 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
40) [125101] Re: Mobile Whips 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
41) [125102] RE: Mobile Whips 
by Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
42) [125103] RE: Mobile Whips 
by Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
43) [125104] OT: Need a good free virus scanner 


AA) 
45) 
46) 
47) 
48) 
49) 
50) 
51) 
52) 
53) 
54) 
55) 
56) 
57) 
58) 
59) 
60) 
61) 
62) 
63) 
64) 
65) 
66) 


67) 


by "Kory Hamzeh" <kory@avatar.com> 

[125105] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "Hare,Ed, WLRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 

[125106] RE: Mobile whips 

by Bill Coleman <aa4lr@arrl.net> 

[125107] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "Hare,Ed, WLRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 

[125108] XP pro + linux ? 

by <n2go@arrl.net> 

[125109] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "Trevor Jacobs" <£xtech@earthlink.net> 

[125110] RE: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "Kory Hamzeh" <kory@avatar.com> 

[125111] Message from W4RT 

by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

[125112] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "carl seyersdahl" <carlseye@tampabay.rr.com> 
[125113] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "H. Kohl K8DD" <k8dd@arrl.net> 

[125114] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "Brian" <brian@iquest.net> 

[125115] Late Night Insanity... 

by Todd Enders <enders@bolshoi.cc.misu.nodak.edu> 
[125116] Re: Mobile Whips 

by "johngabbard" <johngabbard@usintouch. com> 
[125117] Semiconductor info 

by David Snowdon <norway@passport.ca> 

[125118] Virus Scanners 

by "Karl Kanalz" <kkanalz@gcecisp.com> 

[125119] Re: XP pro + linux ? 

by MikeHeit@aol.com 

[125120] RE: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "Ed Tanton" <n4xy@earthlink.net> 

[125121] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 

[125122] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "H. Kohl K8DD" <k8dd@arrl.net> 

[125123] WTB: SWL SW30+ 

by "Pastor-KC1DI" <elbc@pivot.net> 

[125124] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "Hare,Ed, WLRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 

[125125] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 

[125126] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

by "Trevor Jacobs" <f£xtech@earthlink.net> 

[125127] Automobile Mag Mounts 

by "Tim, N9PUZ" <N9PUZ@arrl.net> 

[125128] Re: XP pro + linux ? 


by "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com> 
68) [125129] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by baltimoremd@baltimoremd.com 
69) [125130] Re: Need help 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
70) [125131] Knightlites Sunday Nite Net 
by " Robert L. Kellogg" <ae4ic@nr.infi.net> 
71) [125132] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
by "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com> 
72) [125133] Re: Screwdriver impedance matching 
by Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 
73) [125134] Re: Need help 
by baltimoremd@baltimoremd.com 
74) [125135] Yahoo 
by "W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 
75) [125136] Re: Automobile Mag Mounts (+damaged paint) 
by "Scott Rosenfeld [N7JI]" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu> 
76) [125137] Re: Oscilloscope Intro by Paul Harden...Where ? 
by "Tony Fishpool" <tony@g4wif.fsnet.co.uk> 
77) [125138] Yahoo! Privacy 
by "Rod NORC" <rod@nOrc.com> 
78) [125139] Re: Mobile Whips 
by Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 
79) [125140] Re: Virus Scanners 
by "carl seyersdahl" <carlseye@tampabay.rr.com> 
80) [125141] Re: Need help 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
81) [125142] Re: Yahoo 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
82) [125143] Re: Yahoo! Privacy 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
83) [125144] Re: Mobile Whips 
by "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 19:09:39 -0500 

From: "Brice D. Hornback" <bdh@cyberbound.net> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Subject: [125062] Bill Fischer, N9GWT - Silent Key 

Message-ID: <0@a3501c1e736$7£8a39e0$6501a8cO@lwrnceO1.in.comcast.net> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


William L. Fischer, N9GWT of Indianapolis, IN became a silent key yesterday 
morning. Although not a member of this list (he wasn't on the Internet), 
Bill was very active in many aspects of ham radio including QRP. He was 


also the fastest key I knew. I never could understand how he could copy 
code so fast in his head. When I asked him about it, he told me he didn't 
hear code at all. He said he heard the words just like they were spoken. 


He will be dearly missed. 


Brice, KA8MAV 
Indianapolis, IN 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 20:09:50 -0400 

From: Paul Womble <pwomble1@tampabay.rr.com> 

To: QRP-L <qrp-l@lehigh.edu>, FP List <fpqrp-l@mpna.com>, 
"larc@yahoogroups.com" <larc@yahoogroups.com>, 

Subject: [125063] QST QST de K4FCG K4FCG - New Catagories! - New Plaques! 

Message-ID: <3CBF604E.AE922978@tampabay.rr.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


New for this year's Florida QSO Party - which is now only 9 days away - 
will 
be a 


SWL Category 


And we have added a new plaque to the awards program (tnx K4RX): 


Top Single-Op Mobile CW-Only 


There are alot of opportunites to receive beautiful FQP certificates and 
a 
very extensive plaque program... 


If you haven't done so yet - go to the FQP website - there are the 
records - 

the results - and EVERYTHING you wanna know about the hottest QSO Party 
in 

April - The FQP! Click on: 


http: //www.qsl.net/fqp 


Florida hams are asked to please register with NS4W as soon as possible 
(see the county activation page and click on his call) wiht YOUR county 
activation plans....this is a big help for guys looking to complete 
their 

Florida Counties for CHC and also an aid to the competitors as far as 
knowing who will be going to which county, we try to activate every 
county 

with more than one ham - even if that means multiple mobile teams...by 
the 

way their tentative routes are also on there! 


Its CW, its SSB and its 10 - 40 meters on both Saturday and 
Sunday....did I 
mention that it is only 


9 Days Until FQP 2k2? 

Join the PARTY, the Florida QSO Party! 
73, 

Jim, K40J 


http: //www.qsl.net/fqp 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 20:12:38 -0400 

From: David Gilson <kd3em@velocity.net> 

To: wd8civ@worldnet.att.net 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125064] Re: Idea for digital logging for Field Day? 
Message-ID: <3CBF60F6.1E704792@velocity.net> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi Guys have you seen any software for the window CE hand top computers?. I'm 
also looking for a logging program to use for field day. Any Ideas. 


Thanks 
de Dave KD3EM 


David Hinerman wrote: 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


At 05:02 PM 4/18/02 -0500, you wrote: 

>I was just given a Sharp personal organizer, ie electronic phone and address 
>book with serial port with offer of free Windows software to unload contents 
>to Microsoft 98 to 2000 and Office. 

> 

>That got me to thinking, no one wants to volunteer their laptops for all of 
>Field Day. And batteries for them is always a problem. The address fields 
>alone seem to hold enough bits for the exchange of a log of thousands of 
>contacts, and thus the main question was how long it takes to log on one of 
>these, and for me it was about 20 seconds, but I am having to manipulate a 
>small keyboard, and separate number pad. How does that compare to PC 
>logging? 

> 

>How long do the button cells powering these organizers work if you are 
>constantly entering data? Any salesmen out there or other big users of 
>contact names/phones? 


Stuart, 


Most handheld organizers are intended to be turned on and off frequently, 
and remain on for only a few seconds or minutes at a time while the user 
makes or retrieves an entry. As you pointed out, it takes about 20 seconds. 
My Palm M105 goes through a pair of AAA batteries in a month or two of 
infrequent use. (Of course, it's a Palm. YMMV.) 


>Now, I realize you might have to do a translation once you are in Windows 
>machine to get to the Cabrillo Log format for electronic log submission, but 
>I was thinking of just doing this and printing the entries since all you 
>have to send in for field day is a dupe sheet, or call sign list and not a 
>full log. You could enter time as if it was a phone number, too, as there 
>are several lines in just the phone file. 


Depending on the format of an exported file, maybe an Excel macro could do 
translation. For that matter, maybe it's possible to import organizer files 
into Excel or some other application directly from the sync software. 
Palmtops are regarded as an extension of the user interface of more robust 
computer applications. Maybe most of the work is done already? 


>Those organizers are a lot less costly if they do not survive Field Day than 
>a brand new laptop! 


No kidding! That's why I bought the Palm - I couldn't afford a laptop, and 
I mostly needed something to enter and edit text while away from the 
office. I have to admit that for a simple contact manager, my wife's Royal 
organizer is a better deal. It came bundled with a keyboard (my Palm 
didn't), docking station and software for $80. I've since seen them for 
less. The Royal doesn't quite fit my needs, but it sounds like the contact 
manager would handle your logging needs. 


> Dave Hinerman 
> WD8CIV@worldnet.att.net 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 01:06:21 +0000 

From: Arthur Moe <kb7ww@easystreet.com> 

To: qrp <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Subject: [125065] Virus received 

Message-ID: <3CBF6D8D.1FCE1AF2@easystreet.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I just received 2 e-mails from I think a list member. These were detected by 
Norton anti virus. The questionable files were border.exe . 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 21:17:26 -0400 
From: "Mike Yetsko" <myetsko@insydesw.com> 
To: <kb7ww@easystreet.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125066] Re: Virus received 
Message-ID: <004101c1e740$0ee81ae0$0600a8cO@charter.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


There's a new worm going around this week. I've been getting a ton 
of attempted infections since late Monday. 


I originally thought it was from another list I'm on, but apparently not. 
Although a number of the sources appeared to be people I knew from 
the other list. 


One person who knew about these things told me this new thing is 
pretty nasty, installing it's own mail client, and defeating most of the 
virus checkers. 


I was sent to one of the places that has some information. 
http: //securityresponse.symantec.com/avcenter/venc/data/w32.klez.h@mm.html 
Mike 


oS Original Message ----- 

From: "Arthur Moe" <kb7ww@easystreet.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2002 9:06 PM 

Subject: Virus received 


> 

> I just received 2 e-mails from I think a list member. These were 
detected by 

> Norton anti virus. The questionable files were border.exe . 


> 
> Art 

> KB7WW 
> 

> 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 21:28:19 -0500 

From: Lew Paceley <lew@paceley.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Cc: nilsbull@juno.com 

Subject: [125067] Re: Maps 

Message-ID: <047501c1e749$deea2400$6501a8cO@swhell .net> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=Windows-1252 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


Hi Nils, 

I recently had a similiar "opportunity" to consume unused wall space 
in the shack. I purchased a Yaesu map on ebay for $8.25 delivered. 
It's a little smaller than the Icom map which is supposed to have more 
content. Since I was reusing an existing frame the Yaesu map was the 
better choice for me. It's a mercator projection map with most of 
Antarctica missing. GL es 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 03:13:21 +0000 

From: "Brad Hernlem" <alihernlem@hotmail .com> 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Cc: wa8mcq@comcast.net 

Subject: [125068] Re: SMD parts--Baggybob still around 
Message-ID: <F38Cj]OuF1Qp4hZDnras0000a7f0@hotmail . com> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 


Mike, 


I wouldn't mind a copy of the list if it isn't the same as the old one at: 


http: //www.qsl.net/mnqrp/baggy.txt 


I do also highly recommend Baggy Bob. That resistor assortment is a great 
way to start a parts cache (that's what I did, initially). 


Brad KG6IOE 


P.S. Please note that I am offering my small assortment of parts at 
competitive prices, viz.: 


Diodes of types: 

MMBD352LT1 - dual hot carrier (aka Schottky) mixer 
BAV70 

BAS31 

PMBD6050 

at 25/$1 


Capacitors of types: 


100 pF, 50V, 10%, COG, 1206 
GRM42 -6C0G101J050BL 


0.33 uF, 50V, 20%, 1206 


12062E334M9BB Philips 


©.001 uF, 100V, 5%, COG, 1206 
C1206C10251GAC3972 KEMET 


©.0018 uF, 100V, 5%, COG, 1206 
C1206C182I51GAC7800 KEMET 


0.0033 uF, 50V, 5%, film 
ECHU1H332JB5 Panasonic 


©.01 uF, 50V, 10%, X7R, 0805 
CO805C103K5RAC3972 KEMET 


0.1 uF, 50V, 10%, X7R, 1206 
1206B104K500NT Novacap 


0.047 uF, 50V, 10%, X7R, 0805 
C0805C473K5RAC3972 


at 50/$1 


0.027 uF, 1000V, 10%, X7R, 1812 
102S43W273KV4E Johanson Dielectrics 


at 10/$1 
Postage paid in US for totals $5 or over else include $1. 


Trades for parts instead of cash highly desired especially for 
semiconductors (FETs, MOSFETs, tuning diodes wanted, &c.). 


It took a while, but Baggybob finally answered my e-mail. That's Bob Kasley 
(a former ham) of Lake Geneva, WI, the guy who's been at Dayton for several 
years with $1 bags of SMD and leaded parts. (He says that's why people 
started calling him Baggybob.) He's still selling them, still has pretty 
much the same items, and that includes a lot of small capacitors as well as 
some tantalums. He also has an SMT resistor assortment. (Apparently he had 
his name changed for some reason; it used to be Kelly.) 


He says he'll be at Dayton again this year, too. The space numbers will be 
4055 and 4056, same as always, although he says the physical location of 
those numbered spots seems to change every year :-) He also does business by 
mail, of course. 


He doesn't have a web page, but his e-mail is still baggybob@exec.pc.com. 


If anyone wants his latest list, send me e-mail and I'll forward it. Or if 
anyone requests it, I'll post it here. I don't get anything by doing it; I'm 
just a very satisfied customer who has dropped well over a hundred dollars 
on him for SMT parts at Dayton over the years :-) 


73 and queue our pea DE WA8MCQ 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 20:36:46 -0700 

From: "Kevin Philbin" <oz2dkp@hotmail.com> 

To: qrp-l@Lehigh.edu 

Subject: [125069] Oscilloscope Intro by Paul Harden...Where ? 
Message-ID: <F67kwGsb5BYnAGzZPhik0000fef3@hotmail . com> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 


I am in need of the series of articles written by Paul harden on the 
oscilloscope. Can you help? 


D.K. Philbin KD6TK 


Join the world s largest e-mail service with MSN Hotmail. 
http://www. hotmail.com 


Date: Thu, 18 Apr 2002 20:43:56 -0700 

From: Steve Smith <sigcom@juno.com> 

To: oz2dkp@hotmail.com 

Cc: qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU 

Subject: [125070] Re: Oscilloscope Intro by Paul Harden...Where ? 
Message-ID: <20020418.204357.4912.1.sigcom@juno.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hint: Type in "Paul Harden oscilloscope primer" in Google search engine. 
First page hits: 


http: //qrp.kd4ab.org/1999/991206/ 
Scroll down to "Scope-1" 


VB isting hee Steve Smith, WB6TNL 
Oxnard, CA USA 
"Snort Rosin" 


On Thu, 18 Apr 2002 20:36:46 -0700 "Kevin Philbin" <oz2dkp@hotmail.com> 
writes: 

> I am in need of the series of articles written by Paul harden on the 
> oscilloscope. Can you help? 

> 

D.K. Philbin KD6TK 


Vv 


Join the world s largest e-mail service with MSN Hotmail. 
http://www. hotmail.com 


VV VV VV 


GET INTERNET ACCESS FROM JUNO! 

Juno offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less! 
Join Juno today! For your FREE software, visit: 
http: //dl.www.juno.com/get/web/. 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 00:16:03 EDT 

From: Wb4taj9@aol.com 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu, frussle@erols.com 
Subject: [125071] Re: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <12.1ddedae5.29£0f403@aol . com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


A few years ago I participated in a group testing mobile antennae. A closed 
airport was used to allow spacing the antennas about a mile apart to avoid 
near field effects. A genuine field strength meter, indicating field 
intensity in volts/meter, was used as a receiver, and some care was taken to 
feed constant power to the various antennas which were mounted in the same 
place on the same vehicle. (We would measure the base impedance of each 
antenna with a General Radio rf bridge, then calculate the base current for a 
10 watt input and we used a tuning network to set the current as observed on 
a General Electric RF amp meter. This is the same method by which AM 


broadcast stations determine their power. 


With this nod to science, there were admitedly some loosely controlled 
aspects of the test. We were measuring ground wave field intensity, not 
skywave; there were artifacts that affected the performance of the antennas 
due to where they were mounted on the vehicle. (All were mounted on an 8-ball 
on the side of a Volvo sedan.) Some anennas might have faired better if they 
had been mounted differently. But the idea was to keep everything as much 
the same as possible in an attempt to get some indication of relative 
efficiency as opposed to determining the best field from each antenna when 
optimized. For Instance, you wouldn't want to drive down the road with that 
Bugcatcher sitting on that 8-ball. 


To the bottom line. All measurements were made on 20 meters. There were no 
Surprising results. Bigger, fatter, taller antennas produced higher field 
intensities at the field strength meter. I do not have the results before 
me, but the Texas Bug Catcher was far and away the best. This was the big, 
ugly version with the loading coil made of tubing, and the top hat and the 
tall pole. Second best was the Hustler with the Hi-Q loading coil, and right 
next to it was a homebrew job using ten gauge wire wound around a PVC form. 
After that were the "skinny" wife-approved antennas, like the small Hustlers, 
linear loaded antennas, and it seemed that the Outbacker came in last. As I 
say, I don't have the results here, but I seem to recall that if you 
normalized the reading of the best antenna, (the Bugcatcher) to 1.0, the big 
Hustler was just under .7 as was the homebrew, followed by the small Hustler 
at .4 or so, the linear loaded (don't remember the brands) at .3 to .35 and 
the outbacker at about .1 to .15. So there was about a 10 dB spread, or 
1-1/2 S-units from the greatest to the least. Not really much to fight over, 
really. One thing I learned from going through this exercise is how 
important connection quality and grounding are. We saw some huge variations 
in signal strength until the grounding on the radio and atenna were improved, 
and some antennas were very sensitive to how they were screwed onto the 
mount. Removing and replacing the Hustler could change it's performance a 
lot. This was helped by spraying threads of the coil and the mount with 
Cramolin to clear up the oxide products. 


This was several years ago and many of the antennas being discussed in this 
thread either were not a factor in the market place yet, or were so rare as 
to be unavailable to the group. I don't want to present this test as 
exhaustive, or even as an indicator of what results you might experience as 
all the antennas were at least somewhwat installation sensitive. The 
relative performance of the antennas might have been different on another 
band. We were going to make measurements on 40M, but there was too much 
noise and QRM to get reliable readings. We didn't have a full set of 
radiators for 15 meters. Since we were measuring the power delivered to the 
antenna under test after the tuning network (a homemade "T") its efficiency 
is factored out of the tests. 


73 de Bob 
WBATAI/9 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 05:10:24 -0400 

From: Bill Meara <n2cqr@clix.pt> 

To: park@full-moon.com 

Cc: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Subject: [125072] Re: Recomendations for SSB 

Message-ID: <200204190510. g3J5ABLQ005130@rain.CC.Lehigh.EDU> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


Mike: I've been having a great time on 17 meter QRP phone, first DSB and 
now SSB. I'd recommend that you start out with a DSB transmitter, then take 
the very simple step of adding a direct conversion receiver thus making it a 
transceiver. This has to be the simplest phone transceiver available. In 
some ways it is simpler than a CW transceiver (no need for freq offset when 
going from T to R). 


I've just completed a 5 watt SSB transmitter. I'm using it with a Drake 2-B 
receiver. 


Details on the DSB rig are on my web site. I'll be adding a page on the SSB 
rig soon. 


Good luck. Don't let all the discussion of CW's superiority discourage you 
from using phone. I've had long ragchews with VKs and ZLs using these QRP 
phone rigs (with a dipole). 


And I'd recommend a scratch built homebrew approach. Much more rewarding 
and fun. 


73 de Bill CU2JL N2CQR 
Sao Miguel Island, Azores, Portugal 
http: //planeta.clix.pt/n2cqr 


At 08:44 PM 4/18/02 -0700, you wrote: 

>Hi all, 

> 

>Yes I know CW is more effective for QRP and QRPp work but I have a 
>hankering to try SSB for a change! I've had no trouble generating it 
>using a NE602. What I would like though is some designs for simple SSB 
>TXVR's and I appreciate some recomendations. I'm not opposed to a kit 
>either and if you built one and like it I'd appreciate hearing about it, 
>but otherwise I'd really like some recomendations for schematics I 
>should consider. 


> 

>In order to to avoid cluttering up the list e-mail me direct. 
> 

>Thanks, 72, 

> 

>Mike MOBST 

>GQRP 9598 

>QRP-ARCI 10981 

> 

> 

> 

73 de Bill CU2IJL N2CQR 

Sao Miguel Island, Azores, Portugal 
http: //planeta.clix.pt/n2cqr 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 13:44:30 +0800 

From: "Phil Harman" <pharman@ddd.com> 

To: <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Subject: [125073] Elecraft K2 For Sale 

Message-ID: <006601c1e765$a8269ae0$alce3bcb@server> 


I have a brand new Elecraft K2 # 2539 for sale. This is only a few weeks 
old, 

professionally constructed by RF design engineer, aligned and meets all 
specs. Comes with SSB, Noise Blanker and 160m options. Perfect in every 
detail. Genuine reason for sale. 


U$850 or AU$1700, shipping paid world-wide. 


Phil... VK6APH philh@ddd.com 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 09:54:15 +0100 
From: "Ray Goff" <radioham@gmx.co.uk> 
To: "QRL-L List" <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125074] RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
Message-ID: <FDEOKGEJJFNPABJIJGDDGEDJECAA. radioham@gmx.co.uk> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="US-ASCII" 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 
Hi, 


Is is just me having problems, or is the foxfinder site off line at present? 
I can resolve teh name, but a ping times out... 


73/72's de Ray g4fon 


RSGB, BATC, GQRP-10698 
QRP-L 2378, QRP-ARCI 11153 
ray@g4fon.co.uk 

www. g4fon.co.uk 


a ia Original Message----- 

From: owner-qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU [mailto:owner-qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU]On Behalf Of 
Chuck Ludinsky 

Sent: 18 April 2002 13:24 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

Subject: Back issues of "72" now available 


Thanks to Dave Siegrist, NT1U, and Bill Northup, N1QPR, the entire 
collection of "72", the NEQRP Club's newsletter, is now available on 
line or by CDROM. Dave scanned the collection and Bill put the it on 
his web page. Covering 1992 through 1997, this quarterly publication 
was filled with QRP projects, antenna information, QRP ideas, etc., much 
of which is relevant to QRP today. One warning, though: the entire 
collection totals around 40 Mbytes, with each issue being around 0.5 to 
3 Mbytes. So, if you have a slow net connection, be forewarned. 


You can access this wonderful source of QRP data either from the NE QRP 
web page at: 


http: //www.qsl.net/wqirp 
or go directly to Bill's web page at: 
http://www. foxfinder.org/QRP/neqrp.htm 


72 DE K1CL, 
Chuck. 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 05:05:45 EDT 

From: IamSF5@aol.com 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Subject: [125075] Need help 

Message-ID: <177.6ef40f9 .29£137e9@aol . com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi Gang, 

I tried to join the QRPp-1 and thought I was signed up but it's a no go. 
Yahoo mail,Yahoo Groups, Yahoo Geocities and it's nothing but a mess. 

I have problems with other Yahoo. Com things and refused to be intimidated by 
Yahoos stinking system. 

So here is my vote. 

I want and will order a tiny tornado if another batch comes out. 

I went to the site to vote but it said I'm not a member so how did I receive 
the voting poll? 

Bob 

AF2Qrp <tm> 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 05:28:21 -0500 
From: "Jeff Davis" <n9avg@att.net> 
To: <radioham@gmx.co.uk>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125076] Re: Back issues of "72" now available 
Message-ID: <002001c1e78c$ee5c7940$9800a8cO@N9IAVG> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Ditto here. 


72/Jeff, NIAVG 


sis Se Original Message ----- 

From: "Ray Goff" <radioham@gmx.co.uk> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 3:54 AM 

Subject: RE: Back issues of "72" now available 


Hi, 


Is is just me having problems, or is the foxfinder site off line at 
present? 
I can resolve teh name, but a ping times out... 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 07:32:36 -0300 

From: Dave Marling <dbm@klis.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125077] RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
Message-ID: <5.1.0.14.0.20020419072914 .00bb6670@mail.klis.com> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


> 
>Is is just me having problems, or is the foxfinder site off line at present? 


I tried to download the first issue yesterday morning but it was very 

slow. I had to initiate the download of each page of the issue rather than 
the issue coming all in one piece. I haven't tried since. Work tends to 
get in the way of things! 


Dave 
VE1VQ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 05:55:12 -Q600 (MDT) 

From: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com> 

To: IamSF5@aol.com 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125078] Re: Need help 

Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204190545140 .1585-100000@Daisy.dog> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Hi Bob, the Yahoo mess is for sure a mess. But if you ever get it figured 
out it works very good. I belong to several Yahoo lists and spent some 
time playing with it. 


Start with setting up a mail address. You have to register and 
come up with a user name and a password. Use your callsign as name and for 
a password your first name. 


This registers you with Yahoo. When you bring up any Yahoo web 
page it will call you by name, in my case k5di. 


Don't be in a hurry. The Yahoo computers are being hit by 
thousands of people. It's amazing they keep working. 


Now go to groups.yahoo.com and put in a reqest to join QRPp-1 and 
in a few hours you will get e-mail saying your in. 


I prefer to have the messages to the list sent to my home 
computer. You might not want to do this. But you can if you want to. I 
hate all the ads but that's what pays for Yahoo. 


On Fri, 19 Apr 2002 IamSF5@aol.com wrote: 


Hi Gang, 

I tried to join the QRPp-l and thought I was signed up but it's a no go. 
Yahoo mail,Yahoo Groups, Yahoo Geocities and it's nothing but a mess. 

I have problems with other Yahoo. Com things and refused to be intimidated by 
Yahoos stinking system. 

So here is my vote. 

I want and will order a tiny tornado if another batch comes out. 

I went to the site to vote but it said I'm not a member so how did I receive 
the voting poll? 

Bob 

AF2Qrp <tm> 


VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Yours Truly, 


- Karl F. Larsen, k5di@arrl.net (505) 524-3303 - 
http://www. zianet.com/k5di/ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 08:18:40 -0400 
From: "Bill Northup" <foxhunter@lightband.com> 
To: <radioham@gmx.co.uk>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125079] RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
Message-ID: <FFECILBIFOHGAIFDPPBMAEDKCKAA. foxhunter@lightband.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="US-ASCII" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


The server is up and running, but it is not fast. 

This server is in my home which has an ADSL connection 

with an uplink speed of only 128kbs so it takes time to up 
load things. The DNS server is running on the same machine 
and what I have been seeing is that when someone is loading 
a page some other things end up getting blocked. 


So expect things to go slow, but it should work. I have also 
setup a second machine to serve the DNS requests. 


Bill N1QPR 
Sess Original Message----- 
> From: owner-qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU [mailto:owner-qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU]On Behalf Of 
> Ray Goff 
> Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 4:54 AM 
> To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
> Subject: RE: Back issues of "72" now available 
> 
> 
> Hi, 
> 
> Is is just me having problems, or is the foxfinder site off line 
> at present? 
> I can resolve teh name, but a ping times out... 
> 
> 73/72's de Ray g4fon 
> 
> RSGB, BATC, GQRP-10698 
> QRP-L 2378, QRP-ARCI 11153 
> ray@g4fon.co.uk 
> www. g4fon.co.uk 
> 
Sosecss Original Message----- 
> From: owner-qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU [mailto:owner-qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU]On Behalf Of 
> Chuck Ludinsky 
> Sent: 18 April 2002 13:24 
> To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
> Subject: Back issues of "72" now available 
> 
> 
> Thanks to Dave Siegrist, NT1U, and Bill Northup, N1QPR, the entire 
> collection of "72", the NEQRP Club's newsletter, is now available on 
> line or by CDROM. Dave scanned the collection and Bill put the it on 
> his web page. Covering 1992 through 1997, this quarterly publication 


> was filled with QRP projects, antenna information, QRP ideas, etc., much 
> of which is relevant to QRP today. One warning, though: the entire 

> collection totals around 40 Mbytes, with each issue being around 0.5 to 
> 3 Mbytes. So, if you have a slow net connection, be forewarned. 

> 

> You can access this wonderful source of QRP data either from the NE QRP 
> web page at: 

> 

> http: //www.qsl.net/wqirp 

> 

> or go directly to Bill's web page at: 

> 

> http://www. foxfinder.org/QRP/neqrp.htm 

> 

> 72 DE K1CL, 

> Chuck. 

> 

> 

> 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 07:09:10 -0600 

From: "Rod NORC" <rod@nOrc.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>, 
"Elecraft-list" <elecraft@mailman.qth.net> 

Subject: [125080] Re: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 

Message-ID: <005601c1e7a3$658b2d70$6401a8cO@greyrock> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="is0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Problem solved: Pencil and Paper! 


Seems to some that if I don't want to use "real logging software" 
(possibly DOS based); Why bother? The answer is simple I DON"T CARE 
THAT MUCH ABOUT CONTESTING! I just want to have fun for a few hours 
and reduce the labor of scoring. I get my fill of competitive behavior 
at work, I'll not bring that to my hobbies. 


I will never contest enough to get proficient with "real contest 
software" and I don't want to! 


That said, some windows programs look pretty good, but expensive, 
$50-100, not much money really. But, if the SW is used only 3 or 4 
times per year...I'd rather spend my money other ways. 


So how do I reduce my post contest work you ask? Simple. I'll never 
make more than 50 or so contacts in any of the FEW events I 
participate in, nor spend more than 2-3 hours making contacts. If for 
some reason I keep going and make more contacts (100 or so) I just 
won't bother with results prep and submittal. Now if that attitude if 
offense to some, please let me know, I be glad to not participate in 
any contests and enjoy other activities such as bike riding, 
hiking...etc. which are far better for my cardio-vascular health and 
mental well being. 


73, Rod NORC 
Ft Collins, CO 


rots Original Message ----- 

From: "Rod NORC" <rod@nOrc.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2002 8:38 AM 

Subject: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 


> Folks, 

> 

> I'm in the process of transcribing my ARCI QSO party log and 

> calculating my score. I don't want to have to do this ever again, 

> painfully slow. So it's time to get some good software and learn how 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 09:33:47 EDT 

From: N4SKS@cs.com 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Subject: [125081] VP9ML QRP operation 
Message-ID: <9.26bbe604.29£176bb@cs.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


The VP9ML DX operation will have QRP times where they will be QRP and look 
for other QRP stations. You might check the web site for info. 
www.qsl.net/vk9m1/2002 
It is great that some of the dxpeditions are now operating a little QRP 
toward the end of the operation. Got 5W1VE/qrp just a week or so ago. 


72 Les KANK 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 08:37:40 -0500 
From: "Tim, N9PUZ" <N9PUZ@arrl.net> 
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125082] Re: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 
Message-ID: <0OQbd01c1e7a7$608ea3cO$a400a8cO@E0S> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


From: "Rod NORC" <xrod@nOrc.com> 

So how do I reduce my post contest work you ask? Simple. I'll never 
make more than 50 or so contacts in any of the FEW events I 
participate in, nor spend more than 2-3 hours making contacts. If for 
some reason I keep going and make more contacts (100 or so) I just 
won't bother with results prep and submittal. Now if that attitude if 
offense to some, please let me know, I be glad to not participate in 
any contests and enjoy other activities such as bike riding, 
hiking...etc. which are far better for my cardio-vascular health and 
mental well being. 


VV VV VV V VV 


Rod, I think you've hit upon the perfect solution for you. Enjoy operating 
the contest and don't bother with the paperwork afterwards if collecting 
awards, etc. isn't part of the fun of your hobby. I feel much the same 
about Field Day. The planning and getting all the portable stuff set up and 
kept running is the interesting part to me. I can appreciate the skill 
required to place well in a contest but that's just not the part of amateur 
radio that's fun for me. 


Tim N9PUZ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 09:41:33 EDT 

From: N4SKS@cs.com 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Subject: [125083] Ten Tec 515 

Message-ID: <6£.26309591.29£1788d@cs.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Gang; 

I want to thank all those who answered me in my quest for a ten tec 515 
argonaut. I have had a few replies and thanks . I have gotten permission 
from the CEO of my household (XYL Joyce) to go ahead and offer CASH money for 
such a radio. I will sell my new FT-840 etc as a trade does not seem 
possible. 

WANTED : Ten Tec 515 Transceiver must be mint and perfect condx. will 
pay a premium price for the right radio. 

Who ever thought a radio 20 years old would be worth as much or more used 
than when new. Hi 


72 Les KANK 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 09:47:05 -0400 
From: Bill Coleman <aa4lr@arrl.net> 
To: <frussle@erols.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125084] Re: Mobile whips 
Message-ID: <1020319094540. JAA06666@gate.iterated.com> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 


On 4/18/02 2:30 PM, Jake Brodsky at frussle@erols.com wrote: 


>>The Hustler system is probably more efficient, since it 

>>isn't loaded near the bottom like a screwdriver or a Hamstick. 

> 

>Bill, if you look closely at a Ham Stick, you'll notice that the 
>actual loading coil is right below the set-screws of the steel whip. 
>It's not at the base. 


Every Hamstick I've seen has a coil starting right at the bottom of the 
fiberglass rod, all the way to the whip. 


Now, the pitch of the turns varies, and some bands have most turns near 
the whip (which is good for efficiency). But, the coil starts right at 
the base. Look at a 75m Hamstick and compare to a 40m hamstick, and 
you'll see what I mean. 


Also, the use of a long, narrow coil for loading is somewhat suspect with 
respect to Q. Low Q means more loss. 


Optimizing a mobile HF antenna for efficiency is extremely hard. 
Top-loading is most efficient, but also requires a much larger inductance 
than center or base loading. The size and Q of the coil also becomes a 


problem in terms of support, wind-resistance and robustness. 


I think the Hamsticks are a good compromise. (Indeed, I recently bought 
some surplus Winn-Tenna sticks I intend to use mobile.) 


Bill Coleman, AA4LR, PP-ASEL Mail: aa4lr@arrl.net 
Quote: "Not within a thousand years will man ever fly!" 
-- Wilbur Wright, 1901 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 09:57:03 -0400 
From: "Lee, Jimmy" <Jimmy.Lee@bartow.k12.ga.us> 
To: <N9PUZ@arrl.net>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125085] RE: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 
Message-ID: <4BO0AF71313064D4FA2B931AB5DEA3ADD91B792@coexch2.bartow.k12.ga.us> 
content-class: urn:content-classes:message 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 


Seems to me that you have hit on one of the real strengths of our hobby. 
Diversity!! How about listing all the different areas that our license 
allows us to operate. Surly there is one or two for everyone. 

Someone's legal choice of operating preference should never be 
questioned. 

Jim, AE4DT, proud member of NOGA 


Sees Original Message----- 

From: Tim, N9PUZ [mailto:N9PUZ@arrl.net] 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 6:38 AM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

Subject: Re: Alas, it is time for contest logging software 


From: "Rod NORC" <rod@nOxc.com> 

So how do I reduce my post contest work you ask? Simple. I'll never 
make more than 50 or so contacts in any of the FEW events I 
participate in, nor spend more than 2-3 hours making contacts. If for 
some reason I keep going and make more contacts (100 or so) I just 
won't bother with results prep and submittal. Now if that attitude if 
offense to some, please let me know, I be glad to not participate in 
any contests and enjoy other activities such as bike riding, 
hiking...etc. which are far better for my cardio-vascular health and 
mental well being. 


VV VV VV VV WV 


Rod, I think you've hit upon the perfect solution for you. Enjoy 
operating 

the contest and don't bother with the paperwork afterwards if collecting 
awards, etc. isn't part of the fun of your hobby. I feel much the same 
about Field Day. The planning and getting all the portable stuff set up 
and 

kept running is the interesting part to me. I can appreciate the skill 
required to place well in a contest but that's just not the part of 
amateur 

radio that's fun for me. 


Tim N9PUZ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 10:55:38 -0400 

From: adamvaz@palm.net (Adam Vazquez) 

To: qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU 

Subject: [125086] A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <20020419145538.A116F4527@mo110uhou. palm.net> 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hello de Adam Kb2Jpd 


I have operated a few times from the guest position at W1AW,so I have 
seen the W1AW setup in action during the bulletin send. 


The equipment for the CW and teleprinter transmission involves an old 
[MS-DOS]IBMCompatible using a contest card which is then keying a 
modified Ten-Tec for 20m and a team of Commercial Grade Harris 
transceivers for the other bands. 


Being of the microcomputer generation(I still own my Altair), I can 
safely state that if that computer died, any replacement parts would be 
in worse operating conditions. 


I suggest we either ask the League if we could donate a newer machine 
that would have either a sound card interface or PSK31 Capacity. Or we 
create a Station fund for people to donate and let them get the best 
equipment for the mission for the next 10 years. 


How about it? 


Adam Kb2Jpd 


-- Forwarded Message -- 

> 

> It occurs to me that 
>there are today more Hams 
>in the world on 

>PSK-31 than Teletype. I'ma 
>50 year ham and recall my 
>father coming to my 

>room and asking "what is 
>that noisy contraption?" 
>which then was a Model 

>12 Teletype system. 
>Teletype was wonderful in 
>1950 before packet radio 
>and 

>the internet were 
>discovered. It transmitted 
>the printed word. 

> 

> PSK-31 has been 
>implemented on both 
>windows and linux operating 
>systems. The most flexible I 
>think is the digipan line which 
>is still free 

>software. I like version 1.6 
>and have it on both laptops. I 
>have proven 

>that psk-31 properly 
>installed and hooked to a 
>receiver with the AGC 
>turned off, can support 15 
>QSO's on a single SSB 
>channel. 

> 

> I think the W1AW 
>bulletin station station 
>should operate on the 
>established psk-31 
>frequencies and suggest 
>they follow the completion 
>of 

>the Teleprinter Bulletin at 
>3:30pm 4:30pm and 5:30pm 
>daily. The psk-31 


>frequencies do change due 
>to QRM and other factors. I 
>will be happy to 

>find them and send them to 
>the ARRL. 

> 

> Suggest that for the 
>first 3 months you adda 
>short bulletin to 

>the PSK-31 group asking 
>anyone using this mode to 
>please send an e-mail to 
>some address. This will get 
>you data on how many 
>people are listening. 

> 

>-- 

>Yours Truly, 

> 

> - Karl F. Larsen, 
>k5di@arrl.net (505) 
>524-3303 - 

> 
>http://www.zianet.com/k5di 
>/ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 08:53:04 -0700 
From: "johngabbard" <johngabbard@usintouch.com> 
To: <Wb4taj9@aol.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125087] Re: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <000501c1e7ba$4b24f0d0$9e811cOc@juanita> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Good morning gents, I've been following the discussion on mobile antennas 
and i wanted to add my two cents worth...My Xyl and I have been fulltime 
rv'ers since I retired 10 years ago...For my retirement gift I bought myself 
a spider mobile antenna. I have used it most every day since, on different 
rv's, and always with a tuner... I have always had good results with it at 
qrp levels...I would not use anything else...no. i'm not a salesman for 
spider... thanks...72 john...k£7om 


Poss Original Message ----- 

From: <wWb4taj9@aol.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2002 9:16 PM 

Subject: Re: Mobile Whips 


> A few years ago I participated in a group testing mobile antennae. A 
closed 

> airport was used to allow spacing the antennas about a mile apart to avoid 
> near field effects. A genuine field strength meter, indicating field 

> intensity in volts/meter, was used as a receiver, and some care was taken 
to 

> feed constant power to the various antennas which were mounted in the same 
> place on the same vehicle. (We would measure the base impedance of each 

> antenna with a General Radio rf bridge, then calculate the base current 
for a 

> 10 watt input and we used a tuning network to set the current as observed 
on 

> a General Electric RF amp meter. This is the same method by which AM 

> broadcast stations determine their power. 

> 

> With this nod to science, there were admitedly some loosely controlled 

> aspects of the test. We were measuring ground wave field intensity, not 

> skywave; there were artifacts that affected the performance of the 
antennas 

> due to where they were mounted on the vehicle. (All were mounted on an 
8-ball 

> on the side of a Volvo sedan.) Some anennas might have faired better if 
they 

> had been mounted differently. But the idea was to keep everything as 
much 

> the same as possible in an attempt to get some indication of relative 

> efficiency as opposed to determining the best field from each antenna when 
> optimized. For Instance, you wouldn't want to drive down the road with 
that 

> Bugcatcher sitting on that 8-ball. 

> 

> To the bottom line. All measurements were made on 20 meters. There were 
no 

surprising results. Bigger, fatter, taller antennas produced higher field 
intensities at the field strength meter. I do not have the results before 
me, but the Texas Bug Catcher was far and away the best. This was the big, 
ugly version with the loading coil made of tubing, and the top hat and the 
tall pole. Second best was the Hustler with the Hi-Q loading coil, and 
right 

> next to it was a homebrew job using ten gauge wire wound around a PVC 
form. 


VV VV Vv 


> After that were the "skinny" wife-approved antennas, like the small 
Hustlers, 

> linear loaded antennas, and it seemed that the Outbacker came in last. As 
I 

> say, I don't have the results here, but I seem to recall that if you 

> normalized the reading of the best antenna, (the Bugcatcher) to 1.0, the 
big 

> Hustler was just under .7 as was the homebrew, followed by the small 
Hustler 

> at .4 or so, the linear loaded (don't remember the brands) at .3 to .35 
and 

> the outbacker at about .1 to .15. So there was about a 10 dB spread, or 
> 1-1/2 S-units from the greatest to the least. Not really much to fight 
over, 

> really. One thing I learned from going through this exercise is how 

> important connection quality and grounding are. We saw some huge 
variations 

> in signal strength until the grounding on the radio and atenna were 
improved, 

and some antennas were very sensitive to how they were screwed onto the 
mount. Removing and replacing the Hustler could change it's performance a 
lot. This was helped by spraying threads of the coil and the mount with 
Cramolin to clear up the oxide products. 


VV VV VV 


This was several years ago and many of the antennas being discussed in 
this 

> thread either were not a factor in the market place yet, or were so rare 
as 

> to be unavailable to the group. I don't want to present this test as 

> exhaustive, or even as an indicator of what results you might experience 
as 

> all the antennas were at least somewhwat installation sensitive. The 

> relative performance of the antennas might have been different on another 
> band. We were going to make measurements on 40M, but there was too much 
> noise and QRM to get reliable readings. We didn't have a full set of 

> radiators for 15 meters. Since we were measuring the power delivered to 
the 

> antenna under test after the tuning network (a homemade "T") its 
efficiency 

> is factored out of the tests. 


73 de Bob 
WB4TAI/9 


VV VV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:02:32 -0400 (EDT) 

From: "Scott Rosenfeld [N7JI]" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu> 

To: qrp-l <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 

Subject: [125088] Looking for a perfect feedline match? 

Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204191158140 .11264-100000@w3eax.umd.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Try a dummy load. 50 ohms resistive, a perfect match for 50 ohm feedline. 


Of course, the efficiency of such a radiator is pretty close to zero, but 
it DOES provide a near-perfect match. 


A perfect match often does not provide good efficiency. 


A highly efficient antenna with a feedpoint impedance of 10 ohms will 
provide a terrible match for 50 ohm coax. However, if one uses an 
appropriate impedance matching circuit, the impedance can be brought up to 
50 ohms, and suddenly the efficient antenna with the 10 ohm impedance is 
efficient with 50 ohm coax. 


Scott Rosenfeld ARS N7JI 

541-684-9970 Eugene, OR Land o' much rain 

If you find me on the air, I'm probably in my car 
ham@w3eax.umd.edu http: //w3eax.umd.edu/~ham 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 11:57:21 -0400 
From: Bill Coleman <aa4lr@arrl.net> 
To: "Mark Schoonover" <schoon@amgt.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125089] RE: Mobile whips 
Message-ID: <1020319115555.LAA18524@gate.iterated.com> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 


On 4/18/02 2:47 PM, Mark Schoonover at schoon@amgt.com wrote: 

> What I meant mostly on 

>efficiency is if the tuner is of high quality. The way I would determine 
>that would be to tune a 40m antenna on 20m with the tuner. Go QRO for a few 


>mins, cut power and see how warm the coil got. 


Which coil? The tuner coil? Heck, see how warm the mobile antenna coil 


got, too. 


Agreed. If the RF is heating components of the tuner or antenna, it isn't 
radiating. However, the converse is also true -- if the RF isn't being 
disappated as heat, it MUST be radiating. That's Maxwell's point. Ina 
conjugate match, the whole antenna system is at resonance. So, resonance 
doesn't produce efficiency. We get efficiency by reducing losses. 


>As far as resonance vs non, I agree. Also, resonant antennas 
>just seem easier to use while in operation. 


I dunno. Some of these automatic antenna tuners are pretty easy to use, 
too. 


> I disagree. There may not be that much loss in the antenna alone, 
>but there will be in the tuner. 


For an antenna that is already within spitting distance of 
self-resonance, tuner losses will be very small. Tuner losses are vastly 
overestimated. If tuners had anywhere near the losses people report, they 
would have to have forced-air cooling to keep the components from 
melting. 


Consider, running 100 watts through a tuner with a suspected 3 dB loss 
means 50 watts would have to be disappated in the tuner components. 
That's a lot of heat. Even a 1 dB loss at 1000 watts is 100 watts in the 
tuner. Ever touch a 100 watt light bulb after it has been on for 1 
minute. That's hot. 


Tuner losses are typically far below the feedline losses, for tuners of 
good design. 


>Feedline is almost nonexistant - too short. 


That helps, but in a mobile we typically use smaller-diameter coax, too, 
which has higher loss, even in a short run. And put a complex impedance 
across it, and the losses go up. 


> Well... Yes. My thoughts are, the whip is only really good at one 
>freq. You can coax the transmitter into almost anything, but the antenna 
>really is only good on one freq. 


See, this is untrue. So long as we deliver the RF power to the antenna, 
properly matched to the antennas complex impedance, what the antenna 
doesn't disappate as heat MUST be radiated. A solid metal whip has a 
pretty low resistance. 


Of course, if the radiation resistance gets really, really low, it 


doesn't take much resistance to cause a lot of losses. (eg 160m on a 5 
foot whip) 


> I highly doubt the hustlers are more efficient. 


I do remember a comment by W8JI about this. It makes sense, since the 
lowest part of the Hustler system (the part that carries the most 
current) is not a coil, but a solid metal rod. 


The difference in effiency is probably just a few percent. don't sweat it. 


>They've just been 
>around a long time, so people use them as the 'standard'. A lumped close 
>wound coil compared to a linear loaded antenna?? Don't think so... 


Lumped or wound over a distance doesn't make any difference when it comes 
to efficiency. What matters is minimizing loss. A lumped inductance can 
have a much higher Q, and the antenna currents aren't limited by the 
loading inductance for the first 4-8 feet of the antenna in the Hustler, 
and that's the part that has the most current. 


>A 
>screwdriver isn't loaded near the bottom. It's loaded at the first third of 
>the antennea where the coil should be. 


The greatest efficiency is gained by loading at the top, not the center 
or bottom. The Hustler comes closer to top loading than most 
screwdrivers. Of course, many screwdriver designs do quite well because 
their coils are wound with huge wire -- reducing the resistive losses of 
the coil and increasing the coil Q. 


>On mine, with 13.5 feet of top whip, 

>does move that down some, but the difference in antenna efficiency on 30 and 
>below is mind blowing. 30m resonance is obtained with 2 turns of the coil in 
>use. 40m has 5 and 80 has about 12 depending on where I am in the band. 


Antennas that come closer to being an entire 1/4 wave should be more 
efficient. There's less loading. Indeed, you probably have no loading at 
all above, what 20m? 


Bill Coleman, AA4LR, PP-ASEL Mail: aa4lr@arrl.net 
Quote: "Not within a thousand years will man ever fly!" 
-- Wilbur Wright, 1901 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:11:00 -0400 
From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
To: IamSF5@aol.com, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125090] Re: Need help 
Message-ID: <0204191211002E .07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 05:05, IamSF5@aol.com wrote: 

Hi Gang, 

I tried to join the QRPp-l and thought I was signed up but it's a no go. 
Yahoo mail,Yahoo Groups, Yahoo Geocities and it's nothing but a mess. 

I have problems with other Yahoo. Com things and refused to be intimidated 
by Yahoos stinking system. 

So here is my vote. 

I want and will order a tiny tornado if another batch comes out. 

I went to the site to vote but it said I'm not a member so how did I 
receive the voting poll? 

Bob 

AF2Qrp <tm> 


VVVVV VV VV VV 


Bob, 


You probably did what I did. You subscribed to the reflector by sending a 
message to "subscribe-qrpp-l@yahoogroups." That way, you can get the mail, 
but don't have to give those spammers at yahoo your "personal information." I 
did that with GQRP-L also. For once, we agree, yahoo stinks! 


| | | |<. >| a ae | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
Te Ui ll ake fe Ul lsh Xl | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 10:22:04 -0600 (MDT) 

From: Paul Harden <pharden@aoc.nrao.edu> 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Cc: qrp-canada@neale.gpfn.sk.ca, gqrp@onelist.com 

Subject: [125091] New NOAA Solar Storm Scales 

Message-ID: <Pine.SOL.3.91.1020419101934 .17428A-100000@paso> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Gang, 

Recently, various organizations, most notably the National Oceonographic 
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), has adopted a "new" set of scales 
to better communicate to the public the anticipated effects of solar and 
geomagnetic storms. Actually, there is nothing new about these scales 

at all, they have been around for years and on the NOAA websites, but have 
seldom been used. As of April 1, 2002, most agencies are now using these 
scales, including NOAA solar alerts and the hourly WWV solar and 
geomagnetic updates. 


Here is a synopsis of the new scales. The complete tables can be 
found at: http://www.sec.noaa.gov/NOAAscales 


GEOMAGNETIC STORMS 


CLASS Kp= — STORM EFFECTS TO HF PROPAGATION AURORA 
G1 Kp=5 Minor Minor noise & fading Extreme high latitudes 
G2 Kp=6 Moderate Fading at higher latitudes Aurora US/VE border 
G3 Kp=7 Strong Intermittent From Oregon to Illinois 


G4 Kp=8 Severe Very difficult & sporadic From N. CA to AL 
& poss. power grid failures 

G5 Kp=9 Extreme Near or total HF blackout To S. Tex. and Florida 
& poss. power grid failures 


R1 M1 Minor Weak degradation 

R2 M5 Moderate Limited blackouts on sunlit side of Earth 

R3. X21 Strong HF blackout on sunlit side; limited elsewhere 
R4 X10 Severe Global HF blackout, 24 hour duration 

R5 X20 Extreme Global HF blackout, 2-3 day duration 


A few definitions: 


Kp = planetary K-index of geomagnetic disturbances. The K-index is 
measured every 3 hours and reported on WWV and www.sec.noaa. gov 
The 24-hour average is called the A-index 

Flare = the approximate size of the solar flare triggering the solar and 
radio storm. 


A reminder ... 

When a major flare occurs, it produces a solar/radio storm immediately 
and will persist from tens of minutes to 2-3 hours. Then it's over. 
This is from the speed-of-light (relativistic) energy being released by 
the flare event. 


If the solar flare is located near the center of the sun and produces a 
CME (Coronal Mass Ejection), the shockwave from the CME will most likely 
hit the earth and trigger a geomagnetic storm. This shockwave travels 
about 500-1200 km/sec., and takes 2-3 days to reach the earth. Thus, a 
geomagnetic storm will occur 2-3 days AFTER the flare event, and this 
storm will last hours to a full day in duration. This shockwave is what 
also triggers aurora. 


72, Paul NA5N 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:26:33 -0400 (EDT) 

From: "Scott Rosenfeld [N7JI]" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu> 

To: qrp-l <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 

Subject: [125092] Screwdriver impedance matching 

Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204191218370 .11264-100000@w3eax.umd.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


One thing I forgot; with regard to low impedance (shortened antennas), an 
impedance of 50 + jQ ohms can be achieved in many ways. Unfortunately, 
use of a 50 ohm dummy load works fine, but it doesn't radiate much power. 
(I have had dummy load QSOs before, but they're few and far between) 

The Screwdriver and Bug Catcher are is advertised as having a low 
radiation resistance but due to the size of the components (large diameter 
coils) and given good grounding and bonding techniques, resistive losses 
are quite low. 


Therefore, the antennas are efficient. 


In order to bring the impedance up to something useful, a matching 


transformer is provided with the TJ Antenna Screwdriver. It's been a 
while since I did my installation, so I don't remember the exact details, 
but it's either 4, 5, or 10:1, which brings the impedance up to something 
that the coax expects. 


Scott N7JI 


Scott Rosenfeld ARS N7JI 

541-684-9970 Eugene, OR Land o' much rain 

If you find me on the air, I'm probably in my car 
ham@w3eax.umd.edu http: //w3eax.umd.edu/~ham 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:04:40 -0400 

From: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 

To: johngabbard@usintouch.com 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l1@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125093] Re: Mobile Whips 

Message-ID: <3CC04018.C5EEC643@erols.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


john 
John, 


Your results are typical of a well installed antenna. I used a Hustler 
for many years mounted on the roof of my VW camper van. The roof wa 
fiberglass so I connected a counterpoise that ran along the inside where 
it was metal. I worked a whole lot of stuff. 


This point applies to Hamsticks, Hustlers, Outbackers, and any other 
typical mobile whip, If you take the time to install it properly it 
will work. If you don't it will turn out to be the biggest dummy load 
you have! 


Remember, the laws of physics have not yet been repealed! Wishing it 
were so will not make it so! 


73 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:43:26 -0400 
From: "Brian" <brian@iquest.net> 
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125094] Re: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <0Q02201c1e7c1$54740ac0$2005080a@cincom. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1so0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Ya know Adam...ideas like this will get you labeled as a smart guy! 


I think your idea is great and I would be willing to contribute a PC and a 


few $$$. 


Can you feed a bulletin in to PSK31 terminal software in an automatic mode? 


mies Original Message ----- 

From: "Adam Vazquez" <adamvaz@palm.net> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 10:55 AM 

Subject: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 


Hello de Adam Kb2Jpd 


I have operated a few times from the guest position at W1AW,so I have 
seen the W1AW setup in action during the bulletin send. 


The equipment for the CW and teleprinter transmission involves an old 
[MS-DOS]IBMCompatible using a contest card which is then keying a 
modified Ten-Tec for 20m and a team of Commercial Grade Harris 
transceivers for the other bands. 


Being of the microcomputer generation(I still own my Altair), I can 
safely state that if that computer died, any replacement parts would be 
in worse operating conditions. 


I suggest we either ask the League if we could donate a newer machine 
that would have either a sound card interface or PSK31 Capacity. Or we 
create a Station fund for people to donate and let them get the best 
equipment for the mission for the next 10 years. 


How about it? 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Adam Kb2Jpd 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


-- Forwarded Message -- 

> 

> It occurs to me that 
>there are today more Hams 
>in the world on 

>PSK-31 than Teletype. I'ma 
>50 year ham and recall my 
>father coming to my 

>room and asking "what is 
>that noisy contraption?" 
>which then was a Model 

>12 Teletype system. 
>Teletype was wonderful in 
>1950 before packet radio 
>and 

>the internet were 
>discovered. It transmitted 
>the printed word. 

> 

> PSK-31 has been 
>implemented on both 
>windows and linux operating 
>systems. The most flexible I 
>think is the digipan line which 
>is still free 

>software. I like version 1.6 
>and have it on both laptops. I 
>have proven 

>that psk-31 properly 
>installed and hooked to a 
>receiver with the AGC 
>turned off, can support 15 
>QSO's on a single SSB 
>channel. 

> 

> I think the W1AW 

>bulletin station station 
>should operate on the 
>established psk-31 
>frequencies and suggest 
>they follow the completion 
>of 

>the Teleprinter Bulletin at 
>3:30pm 4:30pm and 5:30pm 
>daily. The psk-31 


>frequencies do change due 
>to QRM and other factors. I 
>will be happy to 

>find them and send them to 
>the ARRL. 

> 

> Suggest that for the 
>first 3 months you adda 
>short bulletin to 

>the PSK-31 group asking 
>anyone using this mode to 
>please send an e-mail to 
>some address. This will get 
>you data on how many 
>people are listening. 

> 

>-- 

>Yours Truly, 

> 

> - Karl F. Larsen, 
>k5di@arrl.net (505) 
>524-3303 - 

> 
>http://www.zianet.com/k5di 
>/ 


> 


VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:25:37 -0400 

From: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 

To: ham@w3eax.umd.edu 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125095] Re: Screwdriver impedance matching 
Message-ID: <3CC04501.5C61CA65@erols.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


The impedance of a short antenna is well described in tHe Handbook or 
tHe older Antenna Handbooks. They present a graph that shows tHe effect 
of length on the radiation resistance. It is quite dramatic. The 
radiation resistance tends to be under a few ohms. 


Really nothing you can do to the antenna will solve this problem. 


Larger size conductors and good mounting will help, but not very much. 
A matching network is required. I have designed two different matching 
networks for my helical dipoles. One used a toroidal transformer that 
could be adjusted from about 3:1 to 12:1. The other used a gamma 
match! The gamma match was easiest to use! 


73 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 10:21:07 -0700 
From: Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
To: "'Bill Coleman'" <aa4lr@arrl.net>, 
Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com>, 
Subject: [125096] RE: Mobile whips 
Message-ID: <BF889CEBEFD2D511B993009027F60ABE155624@AG - JASMINE -NT4> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso0-8859-1" 


> Which coil? The tuner coil? Heck, see how warm the mobile 
> antenna coil 
> got, too. 


I have checked mine on 80M and it doesn't get all that warm at 100 
watts. The coil in a tuner will just add to the losses - even when operating 
close to the resonant freq on a short antenna. 


Agreed. If the RF is heating components of the tuner or 

antenna, it isn't 

radiating. However, the converse is also true -- if the RF 

isn't being 

disappated as heat, it MUST be radiating. That's Maxwell's 

point. Ina 

conjugate match, the whole antenna system is at resonance. 

So, resonance 

doesn't produce efficiency. We get efficiency by reducing losses. 


VV VV VV VV VV 


But - you are leaving out one loss - ground resistance. Sorry, you 
are not going to feel, or easily measure the heat that is generated from 
that loss. The only way you can tell if there's substancial losses, is buy 
measuring the field strenght AND looking at the bandwidth of the antenna. 
Antennas with good quality coils will have a mismatch at the feedpoint and 
therefore some SWR. If the antenna is near 50 ohm resistive and pretty 
broadband, then you'll have a poorly working antenna. Mostly due to ground 
losses. 


> I dunno. Some of these automatic antenna tuners are pretty 
> easy to use, 
> too. 


With a screwdriver - the 'tuner' is in the antenna. 


> I disagree. There may not be that much loss in the 
antenna alone, 
>but there will be in the tuner. 


For an antenna that is already within spitting distance of 
self-resonance, tuner losses will be very small. Tuner losses 

are vastly 

overestimated. If tuners had anywhere near the losses people 
report, they 

would have to have forced-air cooling to keep the components from 
melting. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Some of the tuners I've seen for military operation have just that! 
Tuner losses are grossly underestimated for very short antennas. This does 
not hold true for antennas that are close to being fullsize. Tuners that 
need to handle very low complex impedances are very difficult to design.... 


Consider, running 100 watts through a tuner with a suspected 

3 dB loss 

means 50 watts would have to be disappated in the tuner components. 
That's a lot of heat. Even a 1 dB loss at 1000 watts is 100 

watts in the 

tuner. Ever touch a 100 watt light bulb after it has been on for 1 
minute. That's hot. 


Tuner losses are typically far below the feedline losses, for 
tuners of 
good design. 


VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Tuners that are built in small metal enclosures using relays to 
switch things around are not of good design. As soon as the enclosure gets 
withing half the radius of the coil, all the efficiency goes out the window. 
I'm not saying that they won't work, I'm saying they will have losses than a 
tuner that has been built in a wooden box, using large coils. 


> 

> >Feedline is almost nonexistant - too short. 

> 

> That helps, but in a mobile we typically use smaller-diameter 


coax, too, 

which has higher loss, even in a short run. And put a complex 
impedance 

across it, and the losses go up. 


VVV NV 


Well, I don't use small diameter coax in my mobile. 213 all the way. 
I'll check the losses on 15' of RG-58 and see. It's still not going to be 
all that much. 


> Well... Yes. My thoughts are, the whip is only really 

good at one 

>freq. You can coax the transmitter into almost anything, but 
the antenna 

>really is only good on one freq. 


See, this is untrue. So long as we deliver the RF power to 

the antenna, 

properly matched to the antennas complex impedance, what the antenna 
doesn't disappate as heat MUST be radiated. A solid metal whip has a 
pretty low resistance. 


VV VVV VV VV VV WV 


What?? The antenna is still only resistive at one frequency and 
nothing more. Me thinks you are confusing radiation resistance with DC 
resistance. A 102" steel whip still has 50 ohms radiation resistance, it 
DC resistance will be very near 0. 


Ss 


> 

> Of course, if the radiation resistance gets really, really low, it 
> doesn't take much resistance to cause a lot of losses. (eg 

> 160m on a 5 

> foot whip) 


This part I agree with. I'm thinking you're swaying between full 
size and short antennas in your conversation with me. 


> I highly doubt the hustlers are more efficient. 


> 
> 
> 
> I do remember a comment by W8JI about this. It makes sense, since the 
> lowest part of the Hustler system (the part that carries the most 
> current) is not a coil, but a solid metal rod. 

This part trips people up. The current is the same throughout a 
mobile antenna. A short mobile antenna is a series device! What is at the 
bottom of the antenna, will be at the base of the coil. Subtract any losses 
due to the coil, and what's at the top of the coil will be at the top of the 
whip. Draw a schematic of a mobile antenna and you'll see that this is true. 
Besides, Kirchoff can't be wrong after all these years! The difference is 
the phase of the current do it the changes in impedance... ELI the ICE 


man... 


VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


The difference in effiency is probably just a few percent. 
don't sweat it. 


>They've just been 

>around a long time, so people use them as the ‘standard’. A 
lumped close 

>wound coil compared to a linear loaded antenna?? Don't think so... 


Lumped or wound over a distance doesn't make any difference 

when it comes 

to efficiency. What matters is minimizing loss. A lumped 

inductance can 

have a much higher Q, and the antenna currents aren't limited by the 
loading inductance for the first 4-8 feet of the antenna in 

the Hustler, 

and that's the part that has the most current. 


I'd be glad to make a coil that is close wound with the same 


inductance as a coil that is much larger with proper spacing between turns. 
There will be a major difference between the two. 


<<snip>> 

> >On mine, with 13.5 feet of top whip, 

> >does move that down some, but the difference in antenna 

> efficiency on 30 and 

> >below is mind blowing. 30m resonance is obtained with 2 

> turns of the coil in 

> >use. 40m has 5 and 80 has about 12 depending on where I am 

> in the band. 

> 

> Antennas that come closer to being an entire 1/4 wave should be more 
> efficient. There's less loading. Indeed, you probably have no 
> loading at 

> all above, what 20m? 


Loading?? It's the same - 50 ohms whether it's a load between an 


inducter and a cap, or fullsize antenna that doesn't require any 
inductors/caps. I require no additional inductive reactance only on 20m. I 
need the coil to resonate on all the rest of the bands... This will be 
homework for the weekend. How can an antenna that is longer than 1/4 wave 
require a coil to make it resonant?? Antennas that are too long for a given 


wavelength are inductive. Short antennas are capacitive - that's why short 
mobile antennas require a loading coil inserted to counter the capacitive 
part of the complex impeadance. 


The thing that I really find interesting about all this is were are 
talking to some hardcore QRPers. We spend oodles of time squeezing out as 
much RF as we can from our antennas. Keeping all losses to a minimum. 
Something happens when we decide to run mobile. Some folks are now satisfied 
with a 20% loss in their system! Why?? It's really not all that hard to put 
an excellent antenna system on a vehicle. It just requires a different way 
of thinking about antennas. 


72 
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--} Mark E Schoonover KA6WKE 

--{ Senior Hacker, IS Gopher, Hardware Fiend 
--{ American Geotechnical 

--{ http://www.gsl.net/ka6wke 

--{ ka6wke@amsat.org 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 10:23:57 -0700 
From: Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
To: "'ham@w3eax.umd.edu'" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu>, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125097] RE: Screwdriver impedance matching 
Message-ID: <BF889CEBEFD2D511B993009027F60ABE155625@AG - JASMINE -NT4> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso0-8859-1" 


> > The Screwdriver and Bug Catcher are is advertised as having a low 
> radiation resistance but due to the size of the components 

> (large diameter 

> coils) and given good grounding and bonding techniques, 

> resistive losses 

> are quite low. 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 


Therefore, the antennas are efficient. 


In order to bring the impedance up to something useful, a matching 
transformer is provided with the TJ Antenna Screwdriver. It's been a 


while since I did my installation, so I don't remember the 
exact details, 

but it's either 4, 5, or 10:1, which brings the impedance up 
to something 

that the coax expects. 


VVVV Vv 


What works best for me is a zmatch at the base of the antenna. That 
way you don't need an insulated antenna mount. The antenna can be bolted 
directly to the vehicle. Don Johnson has been shipping his antennas with a 5 
turn coil at the base. I really like that idea, much better than switching 
around all those caps! 
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--} Mark E Schoonover KA6WKE 

--{ Senior Hacker, IS Gopher, Hardware Fiend 
--{ American Geotechnical 

--{ http://www.gsl.net/ka6wke 

--{ ka6wke@amsat.org 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 10:31:17 -0700 
From: "johngabbard" <johngabbard@usintouch. com> 
To: <w6toy@erols.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125098] Re: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <006401c1e7c8$049a6fb0$9e811cOc@juanita> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1so0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


qsl Bruce, well said and i have some more food for thought for the 
experts... if an antenna such as you described, mounted on the end of an rv 
metal frame...could it possibly show a major lobe in the same plane as is 
the direction of the frame of the vehicle?? is it possible to have a single 
element vertical and have it directional? what do the experts have to 
say...john 

Toass Original Message ----- 

From: "Bruce Muscolino" <w6étoy@erols.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 9:04 AM 

Subject: Re: Mobile Whips 


john 
John, 


Your results are typical of a well installed antenna. I used a Hustler 
for many years mounted on the roof of my VW camper van. The roof wa 
fiberglass so I connected a counterpoise that ran along the inside where 
it was metal. I worked a whole lot of stuff. 


This point applies to Hamsticks, Hustlers, Outbackers, and any other 
typical mobile whip, If you take the time to install it properly it 
will work. If you don't it will turn out to be the biggest dummy load 
you have! 


Remember, the laws of physics have not yet been repealed! Wishing it 
were so will not make it so! 
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Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 13:38:45 -0400 
From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
To: Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com>, 

Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125099] Re: Screwdriver impedance matching 
Message-ID: <0204191338452K .07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 13:23, Mark Schoonover wrote: 


What works best for me is a zmatch at the base of the antenna. That 
way you don't need an insulated antenna mount. The antenna can be bolted 
directly to the vehicle. Don Johnson has been shipping his antennas with a 
5 turn coil at the base. I really like that idea, much better than 
switching around all those caps! 


VV VV VV 


The Bugcatcher has a similar coil, so I built one to use with the Hustler and 
Hamstik. Helps get a good match, but probably never notice the difference in 
signal. 


| | | |<_ >| a a | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
Ue ME aabewceee] I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°’____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 13:52:25 -0400 
From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
To: johngabbard <johngabbard@usintouch.com>, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125100] Re: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <0Q204191352252M.07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 13:31, johngabbard wrote: 

qsl Bruce, well said and i have some more food for thought for the 
experts... if an antenna such as you described, mounted on the end of an rv 
metal frame...could it possibly show a major lobe in the same plane as is 
the direction of the frame of the vehicle?? is it possible to have a single 
element vertical and have it directional? what do the experts have to 
say...john 


VV VV VV 


OK, not an expert here. I'll leave that to Bruce and Karl. I can only say, 
with a bumber, or rear mounted antenna, I have always noted directionality, 
toward the front of the car. Which I guess figures, since that is where the 
bulk of the ground plane is, and the sqaure of the hypotenuse equals 
something or other. 


| | | I<. >t. 1/7 ~> | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
ted de FP ah I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 

|__/_/ <___>|_|_|°____/|_\_| NJ-ORP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 
EX-N4JS, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 

AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 

Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 13:57:56 -0400 

From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125101] Re: Mobile Whips 

Message-ID: <Q204191357562P .07292@jsielke> 

MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 13:31, johngabbard wrote: 
> 


bumber = BUMPER 


I told you I'm not an expert. 


1 | | l<e eed ae | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
Puli ie gage | RP We ay | | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 11:00:00 -0700 


From: Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
To: "'w2agn@w2agn.net'" <w2agn@w2agn.net>, 

Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125102] RE: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <BF889CEBEFD2D511B993009027F60ABE155627@AG - JASMINE -NT4> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 


I'm not Karl or Bruce and I don't play them on TV. I think this is true on 
20 and above. Below 20, I don't think there is any. If you happen to have a 
canyon laying around that you can take your mobile in, check it out. As long 
as the walls of the canyon are atleast a wavelenght high, see how much the 
sigs drop off. If alot, then it's directional. If not, then RF is raining 
down from the top.... 


.mark 


eee ss Original Message----- 

From: John L. Sielke [mailto:w2agn@w2agn.net] 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 10:52 AM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
Subject: Re: Mobile Whips 


On Friday 19 April 2002 13:31, johngabbard wrote: 

> qsl Bruce, well said and i have some more food for thought for the 
> experts... if an antenna such as you described, mounted on 
the end of an rv 

> metal frame...could it possibly show a major lobe in the 
same plane as is 

> the direction of the frame of the vehicle?? is it possible 
to have a single 

> element vertical and have it directional? what do the 
experts have to 

> say...john 


OK, not an expert here. I'll leave that to Bruce and Karl. I 

can only say, 

with a bumber, or rear mounted antenna, I have always noted 
directionality, 

toward the front of the car. Which I guess figures, since 

that is where the 

bulk of the ground plane is, and the sqaure of the hypotenuse equals 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


something or other. 

(ees Sle a ge es I \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 

Pl} tl// 1d Ul </\I | http://www. w2agn.net 

|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°____/|_\_| NI-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 11:00:47 -0700 
From: Mark Schoonover <schoon@amgt.com> 
To: "'w2agn@w2agn.net'" <w2agn@w2agn.net>, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125103] RE: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <BF889CEBEFD2D511B993009027F60ABE155628@AG - JASMINE -NT4> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 


Or for the Perl inclined 
s/bumber/bumper/ig 
.mark 


> SSS Original Message----- 

From: John L. Sielke [mailto:w2agn@w2agn.net] 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 10:58 AM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
Subject: Re: Mobile Whips 


On Friday 19 April 2002 13:31, johngabbard wrote: 
> 


VV VV VV VV VV VV 


bumber = BUMPER 


I told you I'm not an expert. 


i | |<_ >| at ae | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
Pa en i eee de se I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|*’____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 
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Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 11:25:58 -0700 
From: "Kory Hamzeh" <kory@avatar.com> 
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125104] OT: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <0Q01d01c1e7cf£$a68a1bc0$14ce21c7@avatar. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi Guys, 


There was some discussion here a while ago about good free virus scanners. 
downloaded AVG and whenever I try to install it, it attempts to install 
Outlook 98! I already have Outlook and I don't understand why it is doing 
it. 


I searched google for free virus scanners and hundred of links came up. I 
would like to install something that someone on this list can recommend. 


73, 

Kory 

AC6RN 

Kory Hamzeh 

ICQ # 133630494 

http: //www.avatar.com/ 

http: //www.metaphysical-store.com/ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 14:26:59 -0400 
From: "Hare,Ed, W1IRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 
To: "'adamvaz@palm.net'" <adamvaz@palm.net>, 

Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125105] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <125490A005E3D3118C9C00805FC743CCO40F3B78@KAHLESS> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="1so0-8859-1" 


Actually, it is not the machine that is the limiting factor. They actually 
have a nice 833-MHz Pentium machine in the W1AW operator's office. The W1AW 
bulletins are generated on a 133 MHz machine, running in vanilla DOS. If it 
dies, any modern Pentium can formatted to run in DOS. 


Back when the W1AW renovation happened, the software and hardware were 
designed to work together. The computer of the day was DOS, and all of the 
needed functions were built into a DOS program and talked to a DRSI packet 
card, to generate the necessary keying signals, etc. Some of the timing 
loops do not work very well on a Windows machine running a DOS window. 


While getting all of this into a Windows-based machine wouldn't be a major 
programming task, it is a question of W1AW staff time and the relative lack 
of a good Windows programmer. Jon Bloom could do it, but he has a number of 
other major projects. 


It is kinda' one of those "It isn't broken, so don't fix it." 


BTW, Joe told me that W1AW ran PSK-31 bulletins for about a week, during 
ARRL's 85th anniversary in 1999. They used one of the Lab's "test" Windows 
machines. 


73, 

Ed Hare, WIRFI 

ARRL Lab 

225 Main St 

Newington, CT 06111 

Tel: 860-594-0318 

Internet: wirfi@arrl.org 
Web: http://www.arrl.org/tis 
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From: adamvaz@palm.net [mailto:adamvaz@palm.net] 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 10:56 AM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

Subject: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 


Hello de Adam Kb2Jpd 


I have operated a few times from the guest position at 
W1AW,so I have 
seen the W1AW setup in action during the bulletin send. 


The equipment for the CW and teleprinter transmission involves an old 
[MS-DOS]IBMCompatible using a contest card which is then keying a 
modified Ten-Tec for 20m and a team of Commercial Grade Harris 
transceivers for the other bands. 


Being of the microcomputer generation(I still own my Altair), I can 
safely state that if that computer died, any replacement 

parts would be 

in worse operating conditions. 


I suggest we either ask the League if we could donate a newer machine 
that would have either a sound card interface or PSK31 

Capacity. Or we 

create a Station fund for people to donate and let them get the best 
equipment for the mission for the next 10 years. 


How about it? 


Adam Kb2Jpd 


-- Forwarded Message -- 

> 

> It occurs to me that 
>there are today more Hams 
>in the world on 

>PSK-31 than Teletype. I'ma 
>50 year ham and recall my 
>father coming to my 

>room and asking "what is 
>that noisy contraption?" 
>which then was a Model 
>12 Teletype system. 
>Teletype was wonderful in 
>1950 before packet radio 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


>and 

>the internet were 
>discovered. It transmitted 
>the printed word. 

> 

> PSK-31 has been 
>implemented on both 
>windows and linux operating 
>systems. The most flexible I 
>think is the digipan line which 
>is still free 

>software. I like version 1.6 
>and have it on both laptops. I 
>have proven 

>that psk-31 properly 
>installed and hooked to a 
>receiver with the AGC 
>turned off, can support 15 
>QSO's on a single SSB 
>channel. 

> 

> I think the W1AW 
>bulletin station station 
>should operate on the 
>established psk-31 
>frequencies and suggest 
>they follow the completion 
>of 

>the Teleprinter Bulletin at 
>3:30pm 4:30pm and 5:30pm 
>daily. The psk-31 
>frequencies do change due 
>to QRM and other factors. I 
>will be happy to 

>find them and send them to 
>the ARRL. 

> 

> Suggest that for the 
>first 3 months you adda 
>short bulletin to 

>the PSK-31 group asking 
>anyone using this mode to 
>please send an e-mail to 
>some address. This will get 
>you data on how many 
>people are listening. 

> 

>-- 


>Yours Truly, 

> 

> - Karl F. Larsen, 
>k5di@arrl.net (505) 
>524-3303 - 

> 
>http://www.zianet.com/k5di 
>/ 


VVVV VV VV VV MV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 14:23:48 -0400 
From: Bill Coleman <aa4lr@arrl.net> 
To: <schoon@amgt.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125106] RE: Mobile whips 
Message-ID: <1020319142221 .0AA03267@gate.iterated.com> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 


On 4/19/02 1:21 PM, Mark Schoonover at schoon@amgt.com wrote: 


>The coil in a tuner will just add to the losses - even when operating 
>close to the resonant freq on a short antenna. 


Any component adds loss. But the losses for a well-designed tuner are so 
small as to be virtually negligible. 


> But - you are leaving out one loss - ground resistance. Sorry, you 
>are not going to feel, or easily measure the heat that is generated from 
>that loss. 


Any mobile antenna in a given mounting configuration faces the same 
ground losses. Not much you can do to about that. In a laboratory, you 
can eliminate ground losses as a source of measurable loss, but it's just 
something you have to live with in the field. 


>The only way you can tell if there's substancial losses, is buy 
>measuring the field strenght AND looking at the bandwidth of the antenna. 


Field strength I'll buy. Bandwidth of the antenna? Bandwidth has more to 
do with Q, but is also affected by the geometry of the antenna. A dummy 
load has high bandwidth, but it is all loss. But the converse isn't 
always true. A narrow-band antenna isn't necessarily an efficient antenna. 


>Antennas with good quality coils will have a mismatch at the feedpoint and 
>therefore some SWR. If the antenna is near 50 ohm resistive and pretty 
>broadband, then you'll have a poorly working antenna. Mostly due to ground 
>losses. 


There's lots of assumptions in these statements. 
> With a screwdriver - the 'tuner' is in the antenna. 


Not exactly. A screwdriver antenna has an adjustable loading coil anda 
slightly variable geometry (it gets longer as the inductance gets 
larger). The antenna is adjustable. A "tuner" usually refers to a 
Transmatch, which is a device for matching a transmitter to a 
transmission line. 


But, in the very abstract, you're correct. Either way, you end up with a 
proper load at the transmitter. 


However, I have yet to see a screwdriver antenna that has automatic 
matching. Whereas tuners have done it for several decades. 


> Some of the tuners I've seen for military operation have [forced-air 
cooling]! 


Where they for amatuer power levels? 


>Tuner losses are grossly underestimated for very short antennas. This does 
>not hold true for antennas that are close to being fullsize. Tuners that 
>need to handle very low complex impedances are very difficult to design.... 


No disagreement here. The component values aren't all that bad, but the 
circulating currents can be enormous. 


> Tuners that are built in small metal enclosures using relays to 
>switch things around are not of good design. As soon as the enclosure gets 
>withing half the radius of the coil, all the efficiency goes out the window. 


What if the coils are toroidal-wound? You can mount such coils right up 
against metal surfaces with virtually no effect on Q. 


I had an MFJ-941D for a while. One day I opened it up and found a large 
coil stock mounted vertically between the top and bottom panels. Decided 
this wasn't a good idea. The metal ends act as shorted turns on the coil! 
I ended up selling it and buying a Murch UT-2000A. Bigger coil, bigger 
box. 


>I'm not saying that they won't work, I'm saying they will have losses than a 
>tuner that has been built in a wooden box, using large coils. 


Q is Q. Large coils generally have higher Q. Higher Q means less loss. 
Less loss is good. 


> Well, I don't use small diameter coax in my mobile. 213 all the way. 
Unusual. 


>I'll check the losses on 15' of RG-58 and see. It's still not going to be 
>all that much. 


Losses go up when you put a complex impedance (high SWR) across it. 


>> See, this is untrue. So long as we deliver the RF power to 

>> the antenna, 

>> properly matched to the antennas complex impedance, what the antenna 
>> doesn't disappate as heat MUST be radiated. A solid metal whip has a 
>> pretty low resistance. 


> What?? 
Read that again. 


>The antenna is still only resistive at one frequency and 
>nothing more. 


True enough. That's called the "self-resonant" frequency. And, actually, 
there can be several (think odd multiples of 1/4 wavelength) 


>Me thinks you are confusing radiation resistance with DC 
>resistance. 


Not at all. 


> A 102" steel whip still has 50 ohms radiation resistance, it 
>DC resistance will be very near 0. 


Ss 


A 102" steel whip may not have a 50 ohm radiation resistance at any 
frequency. There will be some frequency(ies) where the impedance is R + 
jX, where X = @. The R at this frequency is likely to be in the vicinity 
of 37 ohms (ignoring ground losses). The R component at ANY frequency is 
the sum of R(r) (the radiation resistance) and R(s), the (series) antenna 
loss. 


R(s) is likely to be darned close to zero ohms, since the DC resistance 
is zero. R(s) also contains a component for ground losses, which we're 
ignoring because we can't do a doggone thing about them in a mobile 
installation. 


At some other frequency, the impedance of the antenna will have a 
different value. call it R + jX. Now, so long as we feed this antenna 
with an impedance of R - jX, our efficiency is determined by the ratio of 
R(r) / R at this frequency. Eliminate the losses (R(s)), and efficiency 
will be high. The antenna will radiate every bit of RF we put into it. 
(Thought problem: imagine a superconducting (lossless) whip) 


Granted, this assumes that we haven't produced loss going from the 50 
ohms resistive impedance of our transmitter to the R - jX impedance of 
our antenna. That gets harder and harder to do as R becomes small. 


> This part trips people up. The current is the same throughout a 
>mobile antenna. 


I beg to differ. If the antenna is self-resonant (either dimensionally or 
with loading), it must have a change in current along the dimension of 
the antenna. Otherwise, there's a lot of diagrams of antennas that are 
wrong, wrong, wrong in all the literature... 


>How can an antenna that is longer than 1/4 wave 
>require a coil to make it resonant?? 


When it is longer than 1/2 wave, but not quite 3/4 wave long. 
>Antennas that are too long for a given wavelength are inductive. 
Until they are longer than 1/2 wave, right? 


Bill Coleman, AA4LR, PP-ASEL Mail: aa4lr@arrl.net 
Quote: "Not within a thousand years will man ever fly!" 
-- Wilbur Wright, 1901 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 14:28:12 -0400 
From: "Hare,Ed, W1RFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 
To: "'brian@iquest.net'" <brian@iquest.net>, 

Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125107] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <125490A005E3D3118C9C00805FC743CCO40F3B79@KAHLESS> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 


> I think your idea is great and I would be willing to 
> contribute a PC and a 


> few $$$. 


What is needed is a good Windows programmer that is not also tasked with 
doing all of the programming for the ARRL Web site. :-) 


If you have some $$$, we can use them for the ARRL Lab test-equipment fund. 
) 


73, 

Ed Hare, WIRFI 

ARRL Lab 

225 Main St 

Newington, CT 06111 

Tel: 860-594-0318 

Internet: wirfi@arrl.org 
Web: http://www.arrl.org/tis 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 09:59:21 -0400 (EDT) 

From: <n2go@arrl.net> 

To: <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Subject: [125108] XP pro + linux ? 

Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.33.0204190957100 .3168-100000@valhalla.v> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


I use the latest Red Hat linux and also have a dos partition for W98. 
I am ready to switch to XP pro. I am sure it will want to screw up what I 
have :( Anyone go this route yet? 


73, 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 11:43:27 -0700 
From: "Trevor Jacobs" <f£xtech@earthlink.net> 
To: <kory@avatar.com>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125109] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <009£01c1e7d2$1b0bef80$7799b2d1@tjacobs> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 


Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Kory and all, 


You know when it comes to virus scanners, you really don't want to mess 
around. Get a good commercial one that updates it's virus definition 
files frequently. Norton Anti Virus is a great choice and is what I use. 
McAfee is also a good choice. If you've never had the agony of getting a 
virus on your machine, you are lucky. Since I purchased Norton's anti 
virus software, not a single virus has slipped by. It checks for updates 
every day. For what they do, they are cheap, when you consider all of 
the nasty infections running around the internet. A Typical price is 
around $50 per annual subscription. If you use your machine for 
business, it's a tax write off. If you go with some kind of free-ware 
virus software, I sure hope you back up your important files to a CD ROM 
or Zip Drive. Not to mention, that once infected, you become the guy 
spreading it. Just my opinion, but if you belong to lists such as this 
one or especially any yahoo groups, you are making yourself a major 
target for virus attacks, so you'd better be prepared. Take care... 


73's Trev KG6CYN 

ree Original Message ----- 

From: Kory Hamzeh <kory@avatar.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:25 AM 

Subject: OT: Need a good free virus scanner 


> 

> Hi Guys, 

> 

> There was some discussion here a while ago about good free virus 
scanners. I 

> downloaded AVG and whenever I try to install it, it attempts to 
install 

> Outlook 98! I already have Outlook and I don't understand why it is 
doing 

> it. 

> 

> I searched google for free virus scanners and hundred of links came 
up. I 

> would like to install something that someone on this list can 
recommend. 

> 

> 73, 

> Kory 


AC6RN 

Kory Hamzeh 

ICQ # 133630494 

http: //www.avatar.com/ 

http: //www.metaphysical-store.com/ 


VV VV VV VV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 11:49:17 -0700 
From: "Kory Hamzeh" <kory@avatar.com> 
To: "Trevor Jacobs" <f£xtech@earthlink.net>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125110] RE: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <002101c1e7d2$e8de0f60$14ce21c7@avatar. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi Trev, 


I understand what you are saying and I do use my computers for business. But 
I have 6 of them and I got tired of constantly having to renew the database 
license. Plus the fact that the Mcaffee AVS causes alot of my systems to 
crash. Maybe I'll try Norton and see if that it a little bit more stable. 


Thanks, 

Kory 

So eerss Original Message----- 

> From: Trevor Jacobs [mailto:fxtech@earthlink.net] 

> Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:43 AM 

> To: kory@avatar.com; Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

> Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

> Importance: High 

> 

> 

> Kory and all, 

> 

> You know when it comes to virus scanners, you really don't want to mess 

> around. Get a good commercial one that updates it's virus definition 

> files frequently. Norton Anti Virus is a great choice and is what I use. 
> McAfee is also a good choice. If you've never had the agony of getting a 


VV VVVMV VV VV VV VV 


Vv 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


virus on your machine, you are lucky. Since I purchased Norton's anti 


virus software, not a single virus has slipped by. It checks for updates 


every day. For what they do, they are cheap, when you consider all of 
the nasty infections running around the internet. A Typical price is 
around $50 per annual subscription. If you use your machine for 
business, it's a tax write off. If you go with some kind of free-ware 


virus software, I sure hope you back up your important files to a CD ROM 


or Zip Drive. Not to mention, that once infected, you become the guy 
spreading it. Just my opinion, but if you belong to lists such as this 
one or especially any yahoo groups, you are making yourself a major 
target for virus attacks, so you'd better be prepared. Take care... 


73's Trev KG6CYN 

tS = Original Message ----- 

From: Kory Hamzeh <kory@avatar.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:25 AM 

Subject: OT: Need a good free virus scanner 


> 

> Hi Guys, 

> 

> There was some discussion here a while ago about good free virus 
scanners. I 

> downloaded AVG and whenever I try to install it, it attempts to 
install 

> Outlook 98! I already have Outlook and I don't understand why it is 
doing 

> it. 

> 

> I searched google for free virus scanners and hundred of links came 
up. I 

> would like to install something that someone on this list can 
recommend. 


73, 

Kory 

AC6RN 

Kory Hamzeh 

ICQ # 133630494 

http: //www.avatar.com/ 

http: //www.metaphysical-store.com/ 


VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:06:26 -0400 

From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

To: qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Cc: soc@mailman.qth.net, gqrp@yahoogroups.com 
Subject: [125111] Message from WA4RT 
Message-ID: <Q204191506262S .07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


I received a message from "sales@w4rt.com" It was titled "Your Password." 
Since I hadn't requested anything like that, I was suspicious. The message 
had 3 attachments, one of which was a file called "border.bat." Sure enough, 
it was a virus! Thankfully, I run Linux, so no problem. When I replied to 
"sales@w4rt.com" my message was rejected by their mail server. The reason? 
"border.bat is a virus!" 


I | | |<_ >| ih os | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
ele fe el I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°’____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N43S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:07:35 -0400 
From: "carl seyersdahl" <carlseye@tampabay.rr.com> 
To: <kory@avatar.com>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125112] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <0Q20501c1e7d5$772d6acO$d2af2341@tampabay.rr.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


For what it's worth, folks, I once had McAffee, and it wasn't so good. I got 

a bug a couple times and then I switched to Norton, and haven't had a 

problem since then! !If I remember right it's costing me 30.00 a year. and 

well worth it. I also got the free Zonealarm firewall, and after figuring 

out how to use it I wouldn't be without it!!!!just my opinion, FWIwW !!! 
carl / kz5ca 

mrss Original Message ----- 

From: "Kory Hamzeh" <kory@avatar.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 2:49 PM 

Subject: RE: Need a good free virus scanner 


> Hi Trev, 

> 

> I understand what you are saying and I do use my computers for business. 
But 

> I have 6 of them and I got tired of constantly having to renew the 
database 

> license. Plus the fact that the Mcaffee AVS causes alot of my systems to 
crash. Maybe I'll try Norton and see if that it a little bit more stable. 


Thanks, 
Kory 


DSSS s Original Message----- 

From: Trevor Jacobs [mailto:fxtech@earthlink. net] 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:43 AM 

To: kory@avatar.com; Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

Importance: High 


Kory and all, 


You know when it comes to virus scanners, you really don't want to mess 
around. Get a good commercial one that updates it's virus definition 
files frequently. Norton Anti Virus is a great choice and is what I use. 
McAfee is also a good choice. If you've never had the agony of getting a 
virus on your machine, you are lucky. Since I purchased Norton's anti 
virus software, not a single virus has slipped by. It checks for updates 
every day. For what they do, they are cheap, when you consider all of 
the nasty infections running around the internet. A Typical price is 
around $50 per annual subscription. If you use your machine for 
business, it's a tax write off. If you go with some kind of free-ware 
virus software, I sure hope you back up your important files to a CD ROM 
or Zip Drive. Not to mention, that once infected, you become the guy 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 
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VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


VVVV Vv 


Vv 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


spreading it. Just my opinion, but if you belong to lists such as this 
one or especially any yahoo groups, you are making yourself a major 
target for virus attacks, so you'd better be prepared. Take care... 


73's Trev KG6CYN 

sinion Original Message ----- 

From: Kory Hamzeh <kory@avatar.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:25 AM 

Subject: OT: Need a good free virus scanner 


> 

> Hi Guys, 

> 

> There was some discussion here a while ago about good free virus 
scanners. I 

> downloaded AVG and whenever I try to install it, it attempts to 
install 

> Outlook 98! I already have Outlook and I don't understand why it is 
doing 

> it. 

> 

> I searched google for free virus scanners and hundred of links came 
up. I 

> would like to install something that someone on this list can 
recommend. 


73, 

Kory 

AC6RN 

Kory Hamzeh 

ICQ # 133630494 

http: //www.avatar.com/ 

http: //www.metaphysical-store.com/ 


VV VV VV VV VV MV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:07:53 -0400 
From: "H. Kohl K8DD" <k8dd@arrl.net> 
To: 


wirfi@arrl.org, 


"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125113] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <5.1.0.14.2.20020419150449 .028c7c90@mail.arenet.net> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


At 4/19/02 02:28 PM -0400, Hare,Ed, W1IRFI wrote: 

> > I think your idea is great and I would be willing to 

> > contribute a PC and a 

> > few $$$. 

> 

>What is needed is a good Windows programmer that is not also tasked with 
>doing all of the programming for the ARRL Web site. :-) 

> 

>If you have some $$$, we can use them for the ARRL Lab test-equipment fund. 
>:-) 


And that's a far better place to put your $$$ !! More bang for the buck 
than with a Windows programmer who needs restored from backup every morning 
at 8AM and reboots at 10AM (break #1), Noon (lunch) and 3PM (break #2). 


73 Hank K8DD 


*x/ Hank Kohl K8DD k8dd@arrl.net 

*/ ARRL TS http: //www.qsl.net/k8dd 
*x/ MI-QRP - Vice Pres. QRP-ARCI - Director 

*/ 


If God intended you to be on single sideband, he would have given you only 
one nostril. 
- Steve, K2PTS 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:11:36 -0400 
From: "Brian" <brian@iquest.net> 
To: <carlseye@tampabay.rr.com>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125114] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <001301c1e7d6$071ad0a0$2005080a@cincom. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I 


run Norton Internet 2000 and it's fabulous. It was a lot better than the 


McAfee product. 


--- Original Message ----- 


From: "carl seyersdahl" <carlseye@tampabay.rxr.com> 


To: 


"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 


Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 3:07 PM 
Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 


> 


For what it's worth, folks, I once had McAffee, and it wasn't so good. I 


got 


> 


VvVV 


> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 


a bug a couple times and then I switched to Norton, and haven't had a 

problem since then! !If I remember right it's costing me 30.00 a year. and 

well worth it. I also got the free Zonealarm firewall, and after figuring 

out how to use it I wouldn't be without it!!!!just my opinion, FWIwW !!! 
carl / kz5ca 

atoll Original Message ----- 

From: "Kory Hamzeh" <kory@avatar.com> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l1@Lehigh.EDU> 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 2:49 PM 

Subject: RE: Need a good free virus scanner 


> Hi Trev, 

> 

> I understand what you are saying and I do use my computers for business. 
But 

> I have 6 of them and I got tired of constantly having to renew the 
database 

> license. Plus the fact that the Mcaffee AVS causes alot of my systems to 
> crash. Maybe I'll try Norton and see if that it a little bit more 


stable. 
> 
> Thanks, 
> Kory 
> 
> 
> > ----- Original Message----- 
> > From: Trevor Jacobs [mailto:fxtech@earthlink. net] 
> > Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:43 AM 
> > To: kory@avatar.com; Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
> > Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
> > Importance: High 
>> 
pe 
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> > > 
> > > 
> > > 


mess 


> > > 
> > > 


use. 


> > > 


a 


>>> 
>>> 
updates 
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Kory and all, 
You know when it comes to virus scanners, you really don't want to 


around. Get a good commercial one that updates it's virus definition 
files frequently. Norton Anti Virus is a great choice and is what I 


McAfee is also a good choice. If you've never had the agony of getting 


virus on your machine, you are lucky. Since I purchased Norton's anti 
virus software, not a single virus has slipped by. It checks for 


every day. For what they do, they are cheap, when you consider all of 
the nasty infections running around the internet. A Typical price is 
around $50 per annual subscription. If you use your machine for 
business, it's a tax write off. If you go with some kind of free-ware 
virus software, I sure hope you back up your important files to a CD 


or Zip Drive. Not to mention, that once infected, you become the guy 
spreading it. Just my opinion, but if you belong to lists such as this 
one or especially any yahoo groups, you are making yourself a major 
target for virus attacks, so you'd better be prepared. Take care... 


73's Trev KG6CYN 

SSecs Original Message ----- 

From: Kory Hamzeh <kory@avatar.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:25 AM 

Subject: OT: Need a good free virus scanner 


> 

> Hi Guys, 

> 

> There was some discussion here a while ago about good free virus 
scanners. I 

> downloaded AVG and whenever I try to install it, it attempts to 
install 

> Outlook 98! I already have Outlook and I don't understand why it is 
doing 

> it. 

> 

> I searched google for free virus scanners and hundred of links came 
up. I 

> would like to install something that someone on this list can 
recommend. 

> 

> 73, 


Kory 

AC6RN 

Kory Hamzeh 

ICQ # 133630494 

http: //www.avatar.com/ 

http: //www.metaphysical-store.com/ 
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Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 14:12:03 -0500 

From: Todd Enders <enders@bolshoi.cc.misu.nodak.edu> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125115] Late Night Insanity... 

Message-ID: <200204191912.AA00930@bolshoi.cc.misu.nodak.edu> 
Content-Type: text/plain 

Mime-Version: 1.0 (NeXT Mail 4.2mach_patches v148.2) 


Gang, 


Even though the band conditions here have been pretty 
crappy, I'd like to invite one and all to drop by 3.560 (+/- QRM) 
starting at 0600Z tonight to help me test my setup on 80m. The 
vertical is tweaked, and I'm ready to go! :-) I'm curious how well 
(or not) I'm getting out down there. So, stop in and say "hi", if you 
can hear me. I'll be calling CQ and/or working folks who drop in 
until 0700Z or thereabout. Looking forward to seeing *xyoux 
there! 


72/73, 


Todd, AGOT 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 12:22:36 -0700 
From: "johngabbard" <johngabbard@usintouch. com> 
To: <w2agn@w2agn.net>, 


"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125116] Re: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <0Q0b201c1e7d7$910567c0$9e811cOc@juanita> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Apologies to those whom I offended, I suppose we're not experts as long as 
we are Amateurs...have a nice day john...k£7om 

shes Original Message ----- 

From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 10:57 AM 

Subject: Re: Mobile Whips 


On Friday 19 April 2002 13:31, johngabbard wrote: 
> 


bumber = BUMPER 


I told you I'm not an expert. 


Ill ix. Sia Ae (rae John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
bl} tl// td Ul </\I | http://www. w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°____/|_\_| NI-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:26:36 -0400 

From: David Snowdon <norway@passport.ca> 

To: QRP-L mail list <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Subject: [125117] Semiconductor info 

Message-ID: <3CCOQ6F6C82.70BDNORWAY@smtp.passport.ca> 


MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


If you are a parts scrounger like myself, you might find the file 
PARTS.ZIP to be useful. I've gathered one-line descriptions of various 


parts into a set of data files: 


742ZXXX.dat 74/74LS/74HC etc digital logic ICs 


cmos.dat 4000/4500 series CMOS ICs 

diodes.dat 1N/1S etc 

ecl.dat ECL logic ICs 

Lin-ic.dat Linear ICs 

LOGIC .INF Info file describing the differences between the logic families 
micropro.dat Microprocessor/memory/interface ICs 

NA5N.TXT List of contents for Paul Harden's Data Book 


opto_iso.dat Optic Isolator ICs 

SMTCROSS.REF Reference for identifying SMT semiconductor parts 
tran_2n.dat 2N/3N transistors 

tran_2s.dat 2S_A/B/C/D/J/K and 3SK transistors 

tran_a-z.dat all the rest 


You can get the file by going to my "public files area" at: 
http: //members.staroffice.com/pub/va3dks 


If you have any additions to add, please e-mail me at: va3dks@staroffice.com 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 14:46:17 -0500 
From: "Karl Kanalz" <kkanalz@gcecisp.com> 
To: <carlseye@tampabay.rr.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125118] Virus Scanners 
Message-ID: <NFBBKOMEFGJGEBABODPOGEMGCBAA. kkanalz@gcecisp.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Like Carl, KZ5CA (he can't help it that he spells his first name 
incorrectly!), I too installed a McAffee "virus protector" in 2001, and 
found it to be cumbersome, requiring frequent updates (on my part, not 
automatically). I later just trashed the software, along with their 
"firewall" protection software! ($40 down-the-drain...sigh!). 


About three months ago, I installed Norton's (Symantec, now) 2002 Virus 
scanner/protector and have been pleased ever since! This software 
xautomatically updates*x itself as needed anytime I'm connected to the 
Internet and xalways* scans every incoming and outgoing message(s) for any 
virii. Even when I'm in Word 2000, it scans each document to be sure that I 
don't store some sort of document with a hidden virus. 


Frankly, I'd recommend you spend about $40 and get a virus protector (Norton 
has a sort of "mini" firewall) that will handle your needs for some time to 
come! 


Karl K - W8TIF 
(that's Karl with a "K", note!) 
McKinney, Texas 


ss Original Message----- 

From:carl seyersdahl 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 2:08 PM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 


For what it's worth, folks, I once had McAffee, and it wasn't so good. I got 
a bug a couple times and then I switched to Norton, and haven't had a 
problem since then!!If I remember right it's costing me 30.00 a year. and 
well worth it. I also got the free Zonealarm firewall, and after figuring 
out how to use it I wouldn't be without it!!!!just my opinion, FWIwW !!! 

carl / kz5ca <snip> 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:40:46 -0400 

From: MikeHeit@aol.com 

To: n2go@arrl.net, qrp-l@lehigh.edu 

Subject: [125119] Re: XP pro + linux ? 
Message-ID: <3DF578E1.675207B7 .007B137C@aol . com> 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit 


In a message dated Fri, 19 Apr 2002 2:41:25 PM Eastern Daylight Time, 
<n2go@arrl.net> writes: 


>I use the latest Red Hat linux and also have a dos partition for W98. 

>I am ready to switch to XP pro. I am sure it will want to screw up what I 
>have :( Anyone go this route yet? 

> 


I have not switched to XP yet, and will not until I'm forced to. 


As long as you make a linux boot disk (and make sure it works), and as long as the 
XP install doesn't trash the linux partition or drive, all should go well. Linux 
will most likely not boot until you reinstall the linux boot loader after the 
windows install completes, but everything should be there. That's why you will 
need the boot disk. I'd back up any critical linux data though, just to be safe. 


73 de Mike, NOSO 
nOso@arrl.net 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:43:06 -0400 
From: "Ed Tanton" <n4xy@earthlink.net> 
To: "'Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion'" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125120] RE: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <Q00e01c1e7da$74add280$c39efea9@n4xy> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="us-ascii" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I completely agree with Brian. And I pretty much disagree with "free 
virus scanners". You get what you pay for-at best. I also subscribe to 
Norton's Update Service, and consider the secure feeling (due to-so far 
having a 100% success rate) it provides to be worth every cent of it. 
That and Zone Alarm are necessities as far as I'm concerned. 


73, Ed Tanton N4XY <n4xy@earthlink.net> 
Ed Tanton NA4AXY 

189 Pioneer Trail 

Marietta, GA 30068-3466 


website: http: //www.n4xy.com 


All emails <IN> & <OUT> checked by 
Norton AntiVirus with AutoProtect 


LM: ARRL QCWA AMSAT & INDEXA; 


SEDXC NCDXA GACW QRP-ARCI 
OK-QRP QRP-L #758 K2 (FT) #00057 


///snip 


I run Norton Internet 2000 and it's fabulous. It was a lot better than 


the McAfee product. 


///snip 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:47:50 -0400 
From: "W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 
To: <kory@avatar.com>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125121] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <0Q01201c1e7db$65d50d40$71c2fea9@w2wu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


List Members: 

I recommend Norton AntiVirus 2002 w/wo firewall. $40 +/- is cheap & stable. 
It checks in/out mail. You get free automatic updates for a year. Can renew 
that subscription for small yearly fee. No hooks or computer lockups. 
Customer Service friendly, unlike another vendor. 


I have no interest in the company, just speak from experience. I had many 
problems with the other AVS. 73, Ron 

See Sis Original Message ----- 

From: Kory Hamzeh <kory@avatar.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 

Sent: 19 April, 2002 14:49 

Subject: RE: Need a good free virus scanner 


> Hi Trev, 

> 

> I understand what you are saying and I do use my computers for business. 
But 

> I have 6 of them and I got tired of constantly having to renew the 
database 

license. Plus the fact that the Mcaffee AVS causes alot of my systems to 
crash. Maybe I'll try Norton and see if that it a little bit more stable. 


Vv 


> 
> 

> Thanks, 
> Kory 
> 
> 
> 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


VVVNV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Vv 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VVOWV 


From: Trevor Jacobs [mailto:fxtech@earthlink.net] 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:43 AM 

To: kory@avatar.com; Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 
Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

Importance: High 


Kory and all, 


You know when it comes to virus scanners, you really don't want to mess 
around. Get a good commercial one that updates it's virus definition 
files frequently. Norton Anti Virus is a great choice and is what I use. 
McAfee is also a good choice. If you've never had the agony of getting a 
virus on your machine, you are lucky. Since I purchased Norton's anti 
virus software, not a single virus has slipped by. It checks for updates 
every day. For what they do, they are cheap, when you consider all of 
the nasty infections running around the internet. A Typical price is 
around $50 per annual subscription. If you use your machine for 
business, it's a tax write off. If you go with some kind of free-ware 
virus software, I sure hope you back up your important files to a CD ROM 
or Zip Drive. Not to mention, that once infected, you become the guy 
spreading it. Just my opinion, but if you belong to lists such as this 
one or especially any yahoo groups, you are making yourself a major 
target for virus attacks, so you'd better be prepared. Take care... 


73's Trev KG6CYN 

Paster Original Message ----- 

From: Kory Hamzeh <kory@avatar.com> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 11:25 AM 

Subject: OT: Need a good free virus scanner 


> 
> Hi Guys, 

> 

> There was some discussion here a while ago about good free virus 
scanners. I 

> downloaded AVG and whenever I try to install it, it attempts to 
install 

> Outlook 98! I already have Outlook and I don't understand why it is 
doing 

> it. 

> 

> I searched google for free virus scanners and hundred of links came 
up. I 

> would like to install something that someone on this list can 
recommend. 


73, 

Kory 

AC6RN 

Kory Hamzeh 

ICQ # 133630494 

http: //www.avatar.com/ 

http: //www.metaphysical-store.com/ 


VVVVVV VV VV VV VV NW 
VVVVNV VV VV VV VW 
VVVV VV VV VV WV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:55:51 -0400 

From: "H. Kohl K8DD" <k8dd@arrl.net> 

To: "Brian.Buydens@usask.ca" <buydens@duke.usask.ca> 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125122] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <5.1.0.14.2.20020419154959 .028bbae0@mail.arenet.net> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


yeah, I forgot the little :)) at the end. .... and the that everyone 
doesn't see the world of IT as a humorous place, like I used to! 


it was more aimed at Microsoft because of the need to reboot more times a 
year than you have to with DOS 6.22. 


no offence intended and i hope none taken 


72 / 73 Hank K8DD 


At 4/19/02 01:39 PM -0600, you wrote: 

>Some of us on this newsgroup (for example myself) happen to be Windows 
>Programmers. Did you forget to put in the "smilies" or are you trolling? 
> 

>Brian. 


> 

>On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, H. Kohl K8DD wrote: 

> 

> > And that's a far better place to put your $$$ !! More bang for the buck 
> > than with a Windows programmer who needs restored from backup every morning 
> > at 8AM and reboots at 10AM (break #1), Noon (lunch) and 3PM (break #2). 

> 

> 

>Brian Buydens 

>Veterinary Electronic Data Specialist 

>Computing Services, University of Saskatchewan 

>email: Brian.Buydens@usask.ca 

>http://duke.usask.ca/~buydens 

>VE5RDV 


>There is nothing to it. You only have to hit the right notes at the 
>right time and the instrument plays itself. 
> - Johann Sebastian Bach 


Version 3.1 

GCC/1TT d+#+-si att C++ .L++ E--- 
W++ Nx K? O! M- PS++ PE Y+ tv-- 
b++ DI+++ ex h---- r+++ x? 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 16:09:29 -0400 
From: "Pastor-KC1DI" <elbc@pivot.net> 
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125123] WTB: SWL SW30+ 
Message-ID: <007b01c1e7de$1fad6da0$25a6ba42@dor> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi Looking for a good Small Wonders Lab SW+ for 30 Meters.. Thanks 
73/72 Dave kcidi 


Outgoing mail is certified Virus Free. 


Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www. grisoft.com). 
Version: 6.0.350 / Virus Database: 196 - Release Date: 4/17/02 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 16:47:55 -0400 
From: "Hare,Ed, W1IRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125124] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <125490A005E3D3118C9CO0805FC743CCO40F3B86Q@KAHLESS> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 


> no offence intended and i hope none taken 


Nearly every time I have felt offended by something said on this list, I 
have found that no offense was intended. 


Nearly every time. :-) 


73, 
Ed Hare, W1RFI 


B eeses Original Message----- 

From: H. Kohl K8DD [mailto:k8dd@arrl.net] 

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 3:56 PM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

Subject: RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 


yeah, I forgot the little :)) at the end .... and the that everyone 
doesn't see the world of IT as a humorous place, like I used to! 

it was more aimed at Microsoft because of the need to reboot 

more times a 

year than you have to with DOS 6.22. 


no offence intended and i hope none taken 


72 / 73 Hank K8DD 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


At 4/19/02 01:39 PM -0600, you wrote: 


>Some of us on this newsgroup (for example myself) happen to 
be Windows 

>Programmers. Did you forget to put in the "smilies" or are 
you trolling? 

> 

>Brian. 

> 

>On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, H. Kohl K8DD wrote: 

> 

> > And that's a far better place to put your $$$ !! More 
bang for the buck 

> > than with a Windows programmer who needs restored from 
backup every morning 

> > at 8AM and reboots at 10AM (break #1), Noon (lunch) and 
3PM (break #2). 

> 

> 

>Brian Buydens 

>Veterinary Electronic Data Specialist 

>Computing Services, University of Saskatchewan 

>email: Brian.Buydens@usask.ca 
>http://duke.usask.ca/~buydens 

>VE5RDV 


VV VV VV V VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Vv 


>There is nothing to it. You only have to hit the right notes at the 
>right time and the instrument plays itself. 
> - Johann Sebastian Bach 
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Version 3.1 

GCC/IT d++ s: at+ C++ L++ E--- 
W++ Nx K? O! M- PS++ PE Y+ tv-- 
b++ DI+++ ex h---- r+++ x? 


VVV Vv 


Vv 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 16:50:05 -0400 
From: "“W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 
To: <n4xy@earthlink.net>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125125] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <0Q02201c1e7e3$dbfbf6c0$71c2fea9@w2wu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 


Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Ed& Group: 
The consensus supports Norton. I run it, wouldn't run anything else 


Sse Original Message ----- 

From: Ed Tanton <n4xy@earthlink.net> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: 19 April, 2002 15:43 

Subject: RE: Need a good free virus scanner 


Vv 


I completely agree with Brian. And I pretty much disagree with "free 


> virus scanners". You get what you pay for-at best. I also subscribe to 
> Norton's Update Service, and consider the secure feeling (due to-so far 
> having a 100% success rate) it provides to be worth every cent of it. 
> That and Zone Alarm are necessities as far as I'm concerned. 

> 

> 73. Ed Tanton NAXY <n4xy@earthlink.net> 

> 

> Ed Tanton NAXY 

> 189 Pioneer Trail 

> Marietta, GA 30068-3466 

> 

> website: http: //www.n4xy.com 

> 

> All emails <IN> & <QUT> checked by 

> Norton AntiVirus with AutoProtect 

><SNIP> 

> ///snip 

> I run Norton Internet 2000 and it's fabulous. It was a lot better than 
> the McAfee product. 

> 

> ///snip 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 14:14:18 -0700 
From: "Trevor Jacobs" <f£xtech@earthlink.net> 
To: <w2wurjj@verizon.net>, 

"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125126] Re: Need a good free virus scanner 
Message-ID: <00fd01c1e7e7$3049£760$7799b2d1@tjacobs> 


MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hi Gang, 


Just a couple more comments on this topic. Back in the days of DOS, 
McAfee Vshield and scanning / cleaning software was pretty much the best 
you could get. They had the most frequent updates and you could run it 
from a floppy. I was very much Pro McAfee until I tried to use their 
online clinic, and it let not just 1 but 2 viruses into my system. Also, 
the other thing that swayed me away from McAfee, is that they have a 
deal with the FBI that allows the FBI to install a worm on your system 
to gather information, and McAfee will not detect it. Now, I'm not doing 
anything illegal, but the thought of "Big Brother" planting a virus on 
my system to gather info didn't sit well with me. Symantic basicly told 
them where they could put their virus, so since I had problems with 
McAfee anyway, I switched over to Norton Anti Virus about a year ago, 
and have been very happy with it. It's detected and deleted every virus 
infection that has tried to latch onto this machine. Well worth the 
money. Take care... 


73's Trev KG6CYN 

aos 53 Original Message ----- 

From: W2WU <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 1:50 PM 

Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 


> Ed& Group: 
> The consensus supports Norton. I run it, wouldn't run anything else 


So eeens Original Message ----- 

> From: Ed Tanton <n4xy@earthlink.net> 

> To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
> Sent: 19 April, 2002 15:43 

> Subject: RE: Need a good free virus scanner 

> 

> 

> 

> 


> I completely agree with Brian. And I pretty much disagree with "free 
> virus scanners". You get what you pay for-at best. I also subscribe 


> > Norton's Update Service, and consider the secure feeling (due to-so 
far 

> > having a 100% success rate) it provides to be worth every cent of 
it. 


That and Zone Alarm are necessities as far as I'm concerned. 
73, Ed Tanton N4XY <n4xy@earthlink.net> 


> 

> 

> 

> 

> Ed Tanton NA4XY 

> 189 Pioneer Trail 

> Marietta, GA 30068-3466 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 


website: http: //www.n4xy.com 


All emails <IN> & <OUT> checked by 
Norton AntiVirus with AutoProtect 
><SNIP> 
> > ///snip 
> > I run Norton Internet 2000 and it's fabulous. It was a lot better 
than 
> > the McAfee product. 
>> 


> > ///snip 


VV VVVMV VV VV VV VV 


VVV WV 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 16:19:35 -0500 

From: "Tim, N9PUZ" <N9PUZ@arrl.net> 

To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU>, 
<Live-Wire@yahoogroups.com> 

Subject: [125127] Automobile Mag Mounts 

Message-ID: <00Q6d01c1e7e7$e85aa200$a400a8cO@E0S> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="i1s0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


This weekend I'm going to install a 20 Meter Hamstick on my vehicle using a 
Magnetic mount base. What's a good method of connecting in the vehicle 
body/frame to the antenna ground? 


Lacking a better idea my plan was to run a heavy gauge wire along with the 
coax until it gets inside the car. Then drill an inconspicuous hole and 
attach a ground lug and screw to the body somewhere beneath the carpet, 
etc. I'd like to have a connector like a PowerPole near the ground to make 
it straightforward to remove the mount assembly and antenna wiring as 
needed (multiple vehicles.) 


I realize the mag mount itself may be somewhat of a compromise but drilling 
holes in the outer body is an unacceptable option and I need frequent 
access to the rear door (Nissan Xterra) so mounting an antenna to the 
trailer hitch is not practical. 


Tim N9PUZ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:33:30 -0600 (MDT) 

From: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com> 

To: n2go@arrl.net 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125128] Re: XP pro + linux ? 

Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204191528050.3408-100000@Daisy .dog> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Hi Jim, Any installation of a windows product will include a re-write of 
the Master Boot Record (MBR) of your hard drive(s) and drive 0 is master. 
So your Grub boot loader will be disabled after loading XP. Be advised 
that IBM Inc. says the only good thing about Windows XT is that it can be 
run in a Windows 98 mode. 


So make a boot floppy and try it at least once. Now load XP and after that 
is finshed load linux with the boot floppy and run Grub again. 


On Fri, 19 Apr 2002 n2go@arrl.net wrote: 

> I use the latest Red Hat linux and also have a dos partition for W98. 

> I am ready to switch to XP pro. I am sure it will want to screw up what I 
> have :( Anyone go this route yet? 


73, 


Jim n2go 


VVVVV Vv 


Yours Truly, 


- Karl F. Larsen, k5di@arrl.net (505) 524-3303 - 
http://www. zianet.com/k5di/ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:24:49 -0@400 (EDT) 

From: baltimoremd@baltimoremd.com 

To: "Hare,Ed, WLRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125129] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <20020419172232 .N45864-100000@unix1.vhost.min.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, Hare,Ed, W1RFI wrote: 


> 
> What is needed is a good Windows programmer that is not also tasked with 
> doing all of the programming for the ARRL Web site. :-) 


Curious...does the league use a programmer to do the web site, ora 
webmaster who does programming? 


In many organizations one would not see the web side of the house getting 
involved with the programming. 


Thom 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:40:09 -0400 
From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
To: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com>, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125130] Re: Need help 
Message-ID: <0Q204191740092W.07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 07:55, Karl F. Larsen wrote: 

> Hi Bob, the Yahoo mess is for sure a mess. But if you ever get it figured 
> out it works very good. I belong to several Yahoo lists and spent some 

> time playing with it. 


And, if you enjoy SPAM, you'll get plenty of it, because when you give them 
your information, you give them permission to use it ANY WAY THEY WANT, 


including selling it to spammers, etc. And you bet they do! 


Yahoo is BAD NEWS! Even when I cancelled, I was told by the bxstxrds that 
they would use my personal info any way they wanted for 3 years. 


1 | | l<e ona ae | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
ie Ves mn ie se | ee Nal | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:35:50 -0400 
From: " Robert L. Kellogg" <ae4ic@nr.infi.net> 
To: KL-QRP Reflector <KLQRP@knightlites.org>, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125131] Knightlites Sunday Nite Net 
Message-ID: <3CCO8DB6.FDB42D4F@nr.infi.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Guys, 


The Knightlites QRP Net met again last Sunday, as it does every Sunday 
at 9 PM eastern time on 3.6864 MHz. 


We are very informal, so if you've never heard us, give a listen and 
drop your call in when the NCS asks "QNI"! 


Sir GAry, N3G0, has been doing the NCS chores for a few weeks, so I 
thought I'd jump in early and spell him. He didn't complain, so I had 
the fun of chatting a few minutes with some of the regulars. 


I didn't hear any "DX" this week, but we did cover three states. The 
following guys checked in: 


WB40FT, John, Advance, NC 
N3GO, Gary, Raleigh, NC 


N4LK, John, Raleigh, NC. 

AB4PP, John Paul, Raleigh, NC 

N4DR, Marc, MD, near Washington, DC 
AE4GX, Sam, Atlanta, Ga 


The net was finished about 9:45. 


Let's hear some real DX this Sunday night! 


73, 
Bob Kellogg, AE4IC 
Prolably, not nececelery. -Benny Hill 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 15:42:58 -0600 (MDT) 

From: "Karl F. Larsen" <k5di@zianet.com> 

To: "Hare,Ed, WLRFI" <wirfi@arrl.org> 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125132] RE: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204191537310 .3408-100000@Daisy.dog> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Hi Ed, A possible £ix could be tested. Windows 98 has a DOS mode which is 
DOS 7.2 I think. It runs most of the old DOS software that has a problem 
in a DOS window, like some real good games. 


If you can get all the normal stuff to run from the DOS Mode then 
for PSK-31 and perhaps other window based programs you can re-boot to 
windows. Not sure you can do that automatically...too bad your not using 
Linux. The DOS mode in linux is fine in a Xtexrm window of X. 


On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, Hare,Ed, WIRFI wrote: 


Actually, it is not the machine that is the limiting factor. They actually 
have a nice 833-MHz Pentium machine in the W1AW operator's office. The W1AW 
bulletins are generated on a 133 MHz machine, running in vanilla DOS. If it 
dies, any modern Pentium can formatted to run in DOS. 


Back when the W1AW renovation happened, the software and hardware were 
designed to work together. The computer of the day was DOS, and all of the 
needed functions were built into a DOS program and talked to a DRSI packet 
card, to generate the necessary keying signals, etc. Some of the timing 
loops do not work very well on a Windows machine running a DOS window. 


VV VV VV VV VV 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


While getting all of this into a Windows-based machine wouldn't be a major 
programming task, it is a question of W1AW staff time and the relative lack 
of a good Windows programmer. Jon Bloom could do it, but he has a number of 
other major projects. 


It is kinda' one of those "It isn't broken, so don't £ix it." 


BTW, Joe told me that W1AW ran PSK-31 bulletins for about a week, during 
ARRL's 85th anniversary in 1999. They used one of the Lab's "test" Windows 
machines. 


73, 

Ed Hare, WIRFI 

ARRL Lab 

225 Main St 

Newington, CT 06111 

Tel: 860-594-0318 

Internet: wirfi@arrl.org 
Web: http://www.arrl.org/tis 


Sra = Original Message----- 

From: adamvaz@palm.net [mailto:adamvaz@palm.net] 
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 10:56 AM 

To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

Subject: A Suggestion Re: ARRL PSK-31 Bulletin 


Hello de Adam Kb2Jpd 


I have operated a few times from the guest position at 
W1AW,so I have 
seen the W1AW setup in action during the bulletin send. 


The equipment for the CW and teleprinter transmission involves an old 
[MS-DOS]IBMCompatible using a contest card which is then keying a 
modified Ten-Tec for 20m and a team of Commercial Grade Harris 
transceivers for the other bands. 


Being of the microcomputer generation(I still own my Altair), I can 
safely state that if that computer died, any replacement 

parts would be 

in worse operating conditions. 


I suggest we either ask the League if we could donate a newer machine 
that would have either a sound card interface or PSK31 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VM 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Capacity. Or we 


create a Station fund for people to donate and let them get the best 


equipment for the mission for the next 10 years. 
How about it? 


Adam Kb2Jpd 


-- Forwarded Message -- 

> 

> It occurs to me that 
>there are today more Hams 
>in the world on 

>PSK-31 than Teletype. I'ma 
>50 year ham and recall my 
>father coming to my 

>room and asking "what is 
>that noisy contraption?" 
>which then was a Model 

>12 Teletype system. 
>Teletype was wonderful in 
>1950 before packet radio 
>and 

>the internet were 
>discovered. It transmitted 
>the printed word. 

> 

> PSK-31 has been 
>implemented on both 

>windows and linux operating 
>systems. The most flexible I 
>think is the digipan line which 
>is still free 

>software. I like version 1.6 
>and have it on both laptops. I 
>have proven 

>that psk-31 properly 
>installed and hooked to a 
>receiver with the AGC 
>turned off, can support 15 
>QSO's on a single SSB 
>channel. 

> 

> I think the W1AW 
>bulletin station station 
>should operate on the 


>established psk-31 
>frequencies and suggest 
>they follow the completion 
>of 

>the Teleprinter Bulletin at 
>3:30pm 4:30pm and 5:30pm 
>daily. The psk-31 
>frequencies do change due 
>to QRM and other factors. I 
>will be happy to 

>find them and send them to 
>the ARRL. 

> 

> Suggest that for the 
>first 3 months you adda 
>short bulletin to 

>the PSK-31 group asking 
>anyone using this mode to 
>please send an e-mail to 
>some address. This will get 
>you data on how many 
>people are listening. 

> 

>-- 

>Yours Truly, 

> 

> - Karl F. Larsen, 
>k5di@arrl.net (505) 
>524-3303 - 

> 
>http://www.zianet.com/k5di 
>/ 

> 

> 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 
VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


Yours Truly, 


- Karl F. Larsen, k5di@arrl.net (505) 524-3303 
http://www. zianet.com/k5di/ 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:04:50 -0400 
From: Bruce Muscolino <w6étoy@erols.com> 


To: schoon@amgt.com 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125133] Re: Screwdriver impedance matching 
Message-ID: <3CC08672.4A8403DE@erols.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I don't think the type of match really makes that much difference. I 
know in my case, I used what I used because it was easiest! Placing the 
match at the base of the antenna is probably best. Your mount depends 
on the type of antenna you are using! 


73 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:39:10 -0400 (EDT) 

From: baltimoremd@baltimoremd.com 

To: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125134] Re: Need help 

Message-ID: <20020419173657 .F45864-100000@unix1.vhost.min.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, John L. Sielke wrote: 
And, if you enjoy SPAM, you'll get plenty of it, because when you give them 
your information, you give them permission to use it ANY WAY THEY WANT, 


including selling it to spammers, etc. And you bet they do! 


Yahoo is BAD NEWS! Even when I cancelled, I was told by the bxstxrds that 
they would use my personal info any way they wanted for 3 years. 


VVVV VV 


I never signed up for a Yahoo list, based on their terrible practices with 
the web ring after they bought it. 


I'm curious...did they tell you that you were agreeing to their using your 
personal information BEFORE you signed up? 


Thom 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:49:43 -0400 


From: "W2WU" <w2wurjj@verizon.net> 
To: <w2agn@w2agn.net>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125135] Yahoo 
Message-ID: <005601c1e7ec$5a397e60$71c2fea9@w2wu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Read their Terms of Service / Privacy Agreement. They reserve all rights to 
sell your personal data. W2WU 
sc Scie Original Message ----- 
From: John L. Sielke <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Sent: 19 April, 2002 17:40 
"Re: Need help" 


> On Friday 19 April 2002 07:55, Karl F. Larsen wrote: 
> > Hi Bob, the Yahoo mess is for sure a mess. 
><snip> 
> 
>if you enjoy SPAM, you'll get plenty of it, because when you give them 
> your information, you give them permission to use it ANY WAY THEY WANT, 
> including selling it to spammers, etc. And you bet they do! 
> 
> Yahoo is BAD NEWS! Even when I cancelled, I was told by the bxstxrds that 
> they would use my personal info any way they wanted for 3 years. 
><snip> 

http: //www.w2agn.net 
> 
> <snip> 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:58:28 -0400 (EDT) 

From: "Scott Rosenfeld [N7JI]" <ham@w3eax.umd.edu> 

To: "Tim, N9PUZ" <N9PUZ@arrl.net> 

Cc: qrp-l <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 

Subject: [125136] Re: Automobile Mag Mounts (+damaged paint) 
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.4.44.0204191748470 .12521-100000@w3eax.umd.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


For the original question, yes, you should drill a small hole and clean 


away the paint so that you can make a good electrical connection, then use 
a lug with some teeth that will dig into the metal. Then, coat the area 
with primer or something like CRC SP-400 (NASTY stuff, but it works 

great at preventing corrosion). 


Now, since you asked, I have to throw in my $0.02 worth. Just so you 
know...it's either a hole, or your paint, or some other mounting 
procedure. 


First, a word about mag mounts: 


A mag mount (any size, any variety) will essentially grind road dust into 
your paint job. Possibly, if you wax the paint prior to use, you will 
escape too much damage. 


However, let it be known that in ONE WEEKEND of highway driving, I damaged 
the paint on my ex-wife's car roof (no, it wasn't on purpose) to the point 
where EVERY time I washed and waxed it after that, I could see the 
circular marks the mount had left. 


That was one of the reasons I did a more permanent mounting job on the 
Neon when I bought it, even though it meant putting holes in the sheet 
metal of a brand new car (a few brief agonizing moments vs. years of 
looking at damaged paint). 


That caveat stated... 


There are mounts available that hook to roof racks. I would strongly 
suggest something like that because, in your case, a trunk lip is 
likely not available. 


Scott N7JI 


On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, Tim, N9PUZ wrote: 


This weekend I'm going to install a 20 Meter Hamstick on my vehicle using a 
Magnetic mount base. What's a good method of connecting in the vehicle 
body/frame to the antenna ground? 


> 

> 

> 

> 

> Lacking a better idea my plan was to run a heavy gauge wire along with the 
> coax until it gets inside the car. Then drill an inconspicuous hole and 

> attach a ground lug and screw to the body somewhere beneath the carpet, 

> etc. I'd like to have a connector like a PowerPole near the ground to make 
> it straightforward to remove the mount assembly and antenna wiring as 

> needed (multiple vehicles.) 

> 
> 


I realize the mag mount itself may be somewhat of a compromise but drilling 


> holes in the outer body is an unacceptable option and I need frequent 
> access to the rear door (Nissan Xterra) so mounting an antenna to the 
> trailer hitch is not practical. 

> 

> Tim N9PUZ 

> 


Scott Rosenfeld ARS N7JI 

541-684-9970 Eugene, OR Land o' much rain 

If you find me on the air, I'm probably in my car 
ham@w3eax.umd.edu http: //w3eax.umd.edu/~ham 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 22:51:33 +0100 
From: "Tony Fishpool" <tony@g4wif.fsnet.co.uk> 
To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-1@lehigh.edu> 
Subject: [125137] Re: Oscilloscope Intro by Paul Harden...Where ? 
Message-ID: <0Q0f£b01c1e7ed$c61ded40$832887d9@celeron> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="Windows-1252" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Kevin, 
It is now available as a GQRP club datasheet at www.gqrp.com (click on the 
"SPRAT" menu option). 


72/3 
Tony - G4WIF 


sos Original Message ----- 
From: "Kevin Philbin" <oz2dkp@hotmail .com> 


> I am in need of the series of articles written by Paul harden on the 
> oscilloscope. Can you help? 

> 

> D.K. Philbin KD6TK 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 16:22:20 -0600 
From: "Rod NORC" <rod@nOrc.com> 


To: "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125138] Yahoo! Privacy 
Message-ID: <000c01c1e7f£0$ac617540$6501a8cO@agilent.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


WRT to what others have stated. I ask, HUH? Where are you getting 
your 
info? 


From: http://privacy.yahoo.com/ 


...' Yahoo! does not rent, sell, or share personal information about 
you 

with other people or nonaffiliated companies except to provide 
products or services you've requested, when we have your permission, 
or under the following circumstances:"... 


and what's with the 3 year use of your info? From: 
http: //privacy.yahoo.com/privacy/us/archives/details.html 


...' If you ask Yahoo! to delete your Yahoo! account, in most cases 
your account will be deactivated and then deleted from our user 
registration database in approximately 90 days. This delay is 
necessary to discourage users from engaging in fraudulent 
activity."... 


These are only extracts from the whole policy. But, reading the 
whole policy leaves me with the understanding that they are not 
careless with your personal info. 


Rod NORC 
Fort Collins, CO 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 17:57:46 -0400 

From: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com> 

To: w2agn@w2agn.net 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@lehigh.edu> 


Subject: [125139] Re: Mobile Whips 
Message-ID: <3CC092DA.66CB93BF@erols.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


John, 


Doesn't Linux have a spell checker? It is making you look like a second 
grader! 


73 

> 

> OK, not an expert here. I'll leave that to Bruce and Karl. I can only say, 
> with a bumber, or rear mounted antenna, I have always noted directionality, 
> toward the front of the car. Which I guess figures, since that is where the 
> bulk of the ground plane is, and the sqaure of the hypotenuse equals 

> something or other. 

> 

Bh pe et eet. tet as a ee 

>| tt i<. >t. I7 ~> | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 

oN AM all ol eis es | I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 

> |__/_/ <___>I_|_I|°____/|_\_| NI-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 

> EX-N4)S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 

> AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 

> Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 

> 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 18:35:30 -0400 
From: "carl seyersdahl" <carlseye@tampabay.rxr.com> 
To: "Karl Kanalz" <kkanalz@gcecisp.com>, 
"Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125140] Re: Virus Scanners 
Message-ID: <028201c1e7£2$830db4e0$d2af2341@tampabay.rr.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


and mine is Carl , with a "C". hi ! hi ! 
carl / kz5ca p.s. and I can spell as good as anyone!!! 


Sees Original Message ----- 

From: "Karl Kanalz" <kkanalz@gcecisp.com> 

To: <carlseye@tampabay.rr.com>; "Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion" 
<qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 


Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 3:46 PM 
Subject: Virus Scanners 


> Like Carl, KZ5CA (he can't help it that he spells his first name 

> incorrectly!), I too installed a McAffee "virus protector" in 2001, and 
> found it to be cumbersome, requiring frequent updates (on my part, not 

> automatically). I later just trashed the software, along with their 

> "firewall" protection software! ($40 down-the-drain...sigh!). 

> 

> About three months ago, I installed Norton's (Symantec, now) 2002 Virus 
> scanner/protector and have been pleased ever since! This software 

> xautomatically updatesx itself as needed anytime I'm connected to the 

> Internet and xalways* scans every incoming and outgoing message(s) for any 
> virii. Even when I'm in Word 2000, it scans each document to be sure that 
I 

> don't store some sort of document with a hidden virus. 

> 

> Frankly, I'd recommend you spend about $40 and get a virus protector 
(Norton 

> has a sort of "mini" firewall) that will handle your needs for some time 
to 

> come! 

> 

> Karl K - W8TIF 

> (that's Karl with a "K", note!) 

> McKinney, Texas 

> 

Pomeeoc Original Message----- 

> From:carl seyersdahl 

> Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 2:08 PM 

> To: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion 

> Subject: Re: Need a good free virus scanner 

> 

> For what it's worth, folks, I once had McAffee, and it wasn't so good. I 
got 

> a bug a couple times and then I switched to Norton, and haven't had a 

> problem since then! !I£ I remember right it's costing me 30.00 a year. and 


> 
> 
> 


well worth it. I also got the free Zonealarm firewall, and after figuring 
out how to use it I wouldn't be without it!!!!just my opinion, FWIwW !!! 
carl / kz5ca <snip> 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 18:53:37 -0400 


From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

To: baltimoremd@baltimoremd.com 

Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125141] Re: Need help 

Message-ID: <Q204191853372X .07292@jsielke> 

MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 17:39, baltimoremd@baltimoremd.com wrote: 


> On Fri, 19 Apr 2002, John L. Sielke wrote: 

> > And, if you enjoy SPAM, you'll get plenty of it, because when you give 

> > them your information, you give them permission to use it ANY WAY THEY 

> > WANT, including selling it to spammers, etc. And you bet they do! 

>> 

> > Yahoo is BAD NEWS! Even when I cancelled, I was told by the bxstxrds that 
> > they would use my personal info any way they wanted for 3 years. 

> 

> I never signed up for a Yahoo list, based on their terrible practices with 
> the web ring after they bought it. 

> 

> I'm curious...did they tell you that you were agreeing to their using your 
> personal information BEFORE you signed up? 

> 

> Thom 


No, the reason I cancelled was they changed their "privacy policy" and I 
didn't like it. 


| | | I<. > i ae | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
Mil ie ne i aoe | I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°’____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 18:54:23 -0400 
From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 


To: W2WU <w2wurjj@verizon.net>, 

Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125142] Re: Yahoo 
Message-ID: <0Q204191854232Y .07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 17:49, W2WU wrote: 

> Read their Terms of Service / Privacy Agreement. They reserve all rights 
> to sell your personal data. W2WU 

De seSee Original Message ----- 


It was when they changed their "privacy policy" to that that I cancelled. 


1 | | l<e Eee ae | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
lig Kae ie ce ae | [hee | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 18:57:46 -0400 
From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 
To: Rod NORC <rod@nOrc.com>, 
Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-l@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125143] Re: Yahoo! Privacy 
Message-ID: <0Q204191857462Z .07292@jsielke> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 18:22, Rod NORC wrote: 

> WRT to what others have stated. I ask, HUH? Where are you getting 
> your 

> info? 

> 

> From: http://privacy.yahoo.com/ 


...' Yahoo! does not rent, sell, or share personal information about 
you 

with other people or nonaffiliated companies except to provide 
products or services you've requested, when we have your permission, 
or under the following circumstances:"... 


and what's with the 3 year use of your info? From: 
http: //privacy.yahoo.com/privacy/us/archives/details.html 


...' If you ask Yahoo! to delete your Yahoo! account, in most cases 
your account will be deactivated and then deleted from our user 
registration database in approximately 90 days. This delay is 
necessary to discourage users from engaging in fraudulent 
activity."... 


These are only extracts from the whole policy. But, reading the 
whole policy leaves me with the understanding that they are not 
careless with your personal info. 


Rod NORC 
Fort Collins, CO 


VV VVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


| | | |<. >| a) | \ | John L. Sielke w2agn@w2agn.net 
[slat Mee all I] <_/\| | http: //www.w2agn.net 
|__/_/ <___>|_I_|°’____/|_\_| NJ-QRP #57 QRP-L #884 QRP-ARCI ARQrp #86 


EX-N49S, W4MPC, W7JEF, K3HLU ARRL, RSGB, G-QRP #9544 NorCal 
AKQRP QCWA FISTS #2781, SOC, ARLHS, OOTC, 
Elecraft K2 #023 K1 #146, 1151 


Date: Fri, 19 Apr 2002 18:59:28 -0400 

From: "John L. Sielke" <w2agn@w2agn.net> 

To: Bruce Muscolino <w6toy@erols.com>, w2agn@w2agn.net 
Cc: Low Power Amateur Radio Discussion <qrp-1@Lehigh.EDU> 
Subject: [125144] Re: Mobile Whips 

Message-ID: <0Q2041918592830.07292@jsielke> 


MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


On Friday 19 April 2002 17:57, Bruce Muscolino wrote: 
John, 


Doesn't Linux have a spell checker? It is making you look like a second 
grader! 


73 


VV VV VV MV 


Gee, you are really getting desperate for something to nitpick about. 
Actually I just do that to keep you on your toes. 


End of QRP-L Digest 2530 
KA KKK KKK KKK KIARA IK 


